
Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Patricia McDonald
2348 Summerfield Road
Winter Park, FL 32792-5009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
regina powell
2016 dalis dr
concord, CA 94520
 



925 768 2948



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The Southern NV Water Authority has requested to pump & export 57 billion gallons/year
of water from aquifers in central & eastern NV.  Why pump water to southern NV to
support unsustainable growth, when there are means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation & conservation technology, smart growth management, &
desalination options? NV's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), requires
the state engineer (you) to deny application for interbasin transfer of water if he finds the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
BLM's draft EIS for the pipeline proposal has already documented irreversible catastrophic
impacts to the Great Basin a result of such groundwater extraction. Water tables would
drop by 200 feet; 192,000 acres of prime Great Basin shrubland habitats would be dried,
destroyed & converted to dryland grasses & annuals, supporting invasive cheatgrass &
Sahara mustard. 8,000 acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs &
125 miles of perennial streams. The toll on species would be staggering. Some species of
desert fish & springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would
occur, including the already imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher,
Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn & elk.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern NV &
western UT.  As an emeritus member of the American Institute of Biological Sciences
(AIBS), I ask you to deny the authority's water-right applications, based on the severely
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of the other options available
to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should not even be
considered.
 
Reference:
 
"Summary for Decision-makers", /Millennium Ecosystem Assessment Synthesis/
(Washington, DC: Island Press, 2005).
 
 
Gerrit Crouse
38 4th Avenue
Nyack, NY 10960
 
845-358-0934



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ana Alvarez
11500 Brandiwine Ct.
Clermont, FL 34711-6451



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gaetano Mazzotta
via doberdò 28
Parma, ot 43122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth O'Halloran
27 Green Lane
Kettering, ot NN16 0DA



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bridget Bailey
22 September lane
Stafford, VA 22554



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
"The sun, the moon and the stars would have disappeared long ago... had they happened
to be within the reach of predatory human hands."-Henry Havelock Ellis
 
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Victoria Molinari
19880 3rd ave nw 35
Poulsbo, WA 98370



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Monaghan
12 Chesley Avenue
Baltimore, MD 21206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss Patricia J Gafney
160 Hunters Dr.
Muttontown, NY 11791
 



(516) 496-3057



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melodie Huffman
47 horewood Dr., S.
Danville, IL 61832



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alison Stankrauff
1236 1/2 Lincoln Way East
SOUTH BEND, IN 46601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Biggs
920 Southmoor Dr. Unit 205
Virginia Beach, VA 23455
 



636-346-8617



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heidi Letzmann
4526 N Wolcott Ave
Apt 1B
Chicago, IL 60640



 
7737842418



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kinney Evitt
Physical Therapist
2514 Roper St.
Odessa, TX 79761



 
4326387154



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Mullen
37 Hollybush Road
Blurton
Stoke-on-Trent, ot ST3 2AY



 
44 1782 318197



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill  Gleeson
401 5th St.
Philipsburg, PA 16866
 



814-343-6135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Myles Akabas
43 Church Lane
Scarsdale, NY 10583



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanine Wilder
2600 Hunter Rd #4201
San Marcos, TX 78666
 



(512) 558-1131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Chase Maxwell
3133 Connecticut Ave NW
Washington, DC 20008
 



(202) 025-5936 ext. 4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Arthur Coates
1296 Rt. 121 East
Grafton, VT 05146
 



802-843-2438



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard F Arthur III
Mailer
7338 W Eva St
Peoria, AZ 85345



 
(602) 249-2291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Kurzweil
P.O. Box 290601
Brooklyn, NY 11229-0601
 



718-743-6274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maryanne Preli
9 West St
Windsor Locks, CT 06096
 



(860) 623-4363



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristine Williams
6215 Bayshore boulevard
Tampa, FL 33611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ganden Thurman
57 East 3rd Street, Apt. B
New York, NY 10003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Esther Weaver
47 Hawleys Corners Road
Highland, NY 12528



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Campbell
10762 Braddock Dr
Culver City, CA 90230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
genny hoyle
6982 oak street
bonners ferry, ID 83805
 



208-267-5512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanne O'Melia
1411 6th Street West
Milan, IL 61264



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tanya Irby
325 N. Middle
Cape Girardeau, MO 63701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jamie green
2245 katherine av
ventura, CA 93003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Day
5437 A Street
Tacoma, WA 98408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ben Gordon
1402 Arcadia Ave
Austin, TX 79756
 



5125602191



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evelyn C Lundstrom
1656 Edmnton Ave
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-5201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Koeller
334 S. Yellowstone Dr. #1
Madison, WI 53705
 



608-821-0004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Schueth
421 West Barry
Chicago, IL 60657



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Thomas
110 Pinecrest Rd
Durham, NC 27705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jayna Monroe
7137 Pineberry Rd
Dallas, TX 75249
 



972-283-6866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cristine vandyke
344 Barretts Mill road
Concord, MA 01742
 



978-318-1998



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Simmons Buntin
10367 E. Sixto Molina Ln.
Tucson, AZ 85747
 



5202417390



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Lemmon
154 Cumberland Gap Road
Nederland, CO 80466



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Lund
5343 Inwood Drive
Katy, TX 77493



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CHRIS Reamer
5445 miamicrest
Cleves, OH 45002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glen Mertz
532 Germain Street
New Orleans, LA 70124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JIM HEAD
15307  NORTHGATE    APT#102
OAK PARK, MI 48237
 



7346263797



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
 I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A Bonvouloir
POB 70185
Sunnyvale, CA 94086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. tina horowitz
4701 pine street m8
philadelphia, PA 19143
 



215-471-1930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tammy boynton
4475 Dupree road
olive branch, MS 38654
 



6628906649



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dr. Linda Verstraten
P.O. Box 10864
Amsterdam, ot 1001EW
 



(316) 147-4449 ext. 2



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kim flores
12635 Briarglen Loop Unit H
Stanton, CA 90680
 



(714) 799-7859



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Natalie Batovsky
118 S. Main St., P.O. Box 464
Union Bridge, MD 21791-9140
 



4105967040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Rapaport
20014 South Jessica Lane
Frankofrt, IL 60423
 



(815) 806-0467



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Giancarlo Panagia
2480 S 500 E
Salt Lake City, UT 84106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sanford Wintersberger
2163 77th street
Brooklyn, NY 11214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Doug Hagler
131 N. W. Lebanon Rd.
Dalton, OH 44618-8808



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Patricia Dicoste
4906 Holly St
Bellaire, TX 77401
 



713-668-5158



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
RE Barnes
1811 NW 51ST
#1264
Ft Lauderdale, FL 33309





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bridget McMaster
211 3rd St.
Liverpool, NY 13088



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheila Benson
2337 Meadows Lane
Indian Valley, ID 83632



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ted Kincaid
5926 Tree Shadow Trail
Dallas, TX 75252



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care, and am deeply concerned about the Great Basin and
all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to suport unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water
needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Seeber
1407 Peninsula Drive
Arcata, CA 95521-9659



 
(707) 845-1438



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Citizen Scarlett Stoppa
2441 w cortez st
chicago, IL 60622
 



617-699-8973



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Will
10 Ovington Rd
Yardley, PA 19067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gwen OBrien
1316 Giddings SE
Grand Rapids, MI 49506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pyter Wagenaar
PO Box 10864
Amsterdam, ot 1001ew



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Garry Taroli
15 South Franklin Street
Wilkes Barre, PA 18711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Perkins
1140 Winnebago Trail
Batavia, IL 60510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ben Gordon
1402 Arcadia Ave
Austin, TX 79756
 



5125602191



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Covello
7124 Queen Street
Middleway, WV 25430
 



304-725-1992



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph J Jowdy
P.O. Box 28025
Bellingham, WA 98228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Michael Haskell
7 Sweetbrier Lane
Scarborough, ME 04074
 



207-749-3255



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Riley
1343 Needham Circle
Hatfield, PA 19440
 



215-534-3972



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Val Blakely
140 Acalanes Drive #125
Sunnyvale, CA 94086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Williamson
297 Glennie Irvin Road
Semora, NC 27343



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Seegert
Box 203
Denali Park, AK 99755



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harriet Cohen
238 E 30th Street
Apt. 3W
New York, NY 10016





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mardi hanson
183 Rt. 81
Higganum, CT 06441
 



(860) 345-2562



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Markowitz
151 West 86 Street
New York, NY 10024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Heltemes
269 Firlane Rd
Castle Rock, WA 98611
 



360 274 2783



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stacey Bishop
8225 Bodkin Ave
Lake Shore, MD 21122
 



410-255-7502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Kiefner
507 Cheltena Ave
Jenkintown, PA 19046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Faith M Walker
9945 Redtail Rd
Flagstaff, AZ 86001
 



(928) 814-8539



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Debbie S Friesen
9985 W. Busterville Lane
 
Tucson, AZ 85743





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Melucci
142 South Main Street
Lodi, NJ 07644



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dorothy brown
108 cherry dr
walkerton, IN 46574



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harriet Damesek
4 Sandpoint Circle
Ormond Beach, FL 32174
 



(386) 673-5932



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Heinecke
340 Marsh Hawk Dr.
Vonore, TN 37885
 



(423) 884-7209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara James
30W050 Batavia Road
Warrenville, IL 60555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abdallah Al-Khataybeh
15349 Lakeside St.
Plymouth, MI 48170-4848
 



734-866-6563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Stephan Donovan
4851 North Bernard Street
Chicago, IL 60625-5107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cecelia Samp
4265 Emerson Ave.
Schiller Park, IL 60176



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Chisari
720 Walker Road
Titusville, FL 32780
 



321-383-1301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Guthrie
951 Summitville Drive
Webster, NY 14580



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Michael
7040 W Voltaire Ave
Peoria, AZ 85381
 



(623) 486-0511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marguerite Shuster
675 Mt. Wilson Trail
Sierra Madre, CA 91024
 



6263551767



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer S Staiger
3531 NW 33rd PL
Gsinesville, FL 32605
 



(352) 375-1972



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim & Pat Isaacs
9491 caddell
Indian Land , SC 29707
 



803 548-4232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ricahrd H. Cady
1412 Natures Way
Prescott, AZ 86305
 



778-5100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sadie badgley
1061 Kalamath st apt a
Denver, CO 80204
 



3038176666



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Herrmann
127 Lincoln Avenue
Ashland, OH 44805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Alex J Hardee
1028 Monmouth Ave
Durham, NC 27701
 



3363800749



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Baouche
4 Pease Farm Road
Ellington, CT 06029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
evelyn shields
91 gordon st #10
brighton, MA 02135
 



6177101092



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie Mc Cune
Parent Caretaker
5631 SW 78th St. # 3
Miami, FL 33143





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss Louise Foxe
Seapark
Dublin, ot D3
 



((00) 3) -531- e



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Watrous
12420 Rock Ridge Road
Herndon, VA 20170



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Georgia Mattingly
412 Verdant Circle
Longmont, CO 80504-3908



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
amin arikat
5080 almanor drive
discovery bay, CA 94505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Kibbie
3425 Apache Trail
Pinckney, MI 48169



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elizabeth reddy
699 Green Turtle Ct
geneva, FL 32732



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing because I value the Great Basin and the plants and animals that live there,
and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when the
water needs can be met through increased conservation, smart growth management, and
desalination?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you, the
state engineer, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if you find that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted. Well,
it wouldn't, so please do the right thing.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Steinhart
104 Lathrop St.
Madison, WI 53726



 
608-233-3890



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Ransom RN
2161 Vale St
Reno, NV 89509
 



775 786-5483



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. David Brodnax
1136 S. Scoville Ave.
Oak Park, IL 60304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Gascon
PO Box 1597
Lyndonville, VT 05851



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Kaiser
1309 E. Abingdon Dr.
Alexandria, VA 22314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Ingram
PO 86474
Tucson, AZ 85754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vivien Steele
2215 Henderson St.
Bethlehem, PA 18017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bert Corley
1431 Crossbill Trl
Hanahan, SC 29410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Maryvonne Tompkins
1200 S Oneida
Denver, CO 80224
 



(303) 596-8186



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. vicente moretti
505 Cypress Point Drive 127
Mountain View, CA 94043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maristella Fois
via sarrabus 13
assemini, ot 09032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Fewster
305 West Monument Street
Baltimore, MD 21201-4621



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
valorie bowman
3109 e limepit rd
kingman, IN 47952
 



765-376-5592



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As President of the Salem Audubon Society, I am writing on behalf of our membership to
express strong opposition to the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
It makes no sense to pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you to
deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the proposed transfer
would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While "environmentally sound" is not defined in the statute, it seems clear that the water
authority's request falls short, given the catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would
occur as a result of this groundwater extraction. This is well documented in the Bureau of
Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Harrison
585 Washington Street S
Salem, OR 97302
 
503 585 1243 



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norman Krack
6925 Heather Lane
Birmingham, AL 35126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ross Hammersley
Attorney
400 Boughey St.
Traverse City, MI 49684-4144



 
231-633-6003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristin Walsh
3 Salisbury Place
South Nyack, NY 10960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Gates
4887 E. Kingston Ave.
Highlands Ranch, CO 80130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Dana L Pierson
12802 N. 68th Street
Scottsdale, AZ 85254
 



480-767-7763



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arizona Represen Mark Coryell
1676 W Satinwood Drive
Phoenix, AZ 85045
 



623-521-0747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ally Santaclara
150 S Wetherly Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nezka Pfeifer
303 Lakewood Manor
Scranton, PA 18505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Profet
2408 Palm Avenue
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266
 



310-545-9642



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
julie hornung
14452 holt ave #c
tustin, CA 92780
 



(949) 753-6439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
President Billy Stern
1712 Espinacitas St.
Santa Fe, NM 87505
 



505 988-7448



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danna Williams
131 Helican Springs Rd.
Athens, GA 30601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John F. Gannon
3118 Johnston Street
Los Angeles, CA 90031
 



323-224-9873



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eddie Russell
11611-D Nansemond Drive
Louisville, KY 40245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim Forrest
11821 Foothill Blvd. #100
Lake View Terrace, CA 91342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Chinn
134 Douglas Fir Circle
Cloverdale, CA 95425-5457



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Wayne Person
537 Norwood Road
Mount Laurel, NJ 08054
 



856-722-5613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave Lindblom
210 S 400 W
Mount Pleasant, UT 84647
 



4354620126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MW Stevens
999 N. 92nd Street; CC550
Milwaukee, WI 53226
 



414 266-3875



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Lynn Eubank
PO Box 520
Angel Fire, NM 87710
 



505.377.3404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evan Lindorff-Ellery
382 Old Farm Rd
Shrewsbury, VT 05738
 



(773) 420-7642



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dewey V. V Schorre
506 Crestview Drive
Ojai, CA 93023
 



(805) 640-0444



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn Learch
17285 Tamara Lane
Watsonville, CA 95076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Hornland
414 - 1035 Pacific St
Vancouver, BC V6E 4G7
 



778-988-8257



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jean  Glaser
POB 982617
Park City, UT 84098



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ron silver
1829 sea oats drive
atlantic beach, FL 32233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Allarde
129 Milan Way
Green Lane, PA 18054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gopal Shanker
1563 Spring St
SAINT HELENA, CA 94574



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherry Gerszberg
12 Dickinson Road
Kendall Park, NJ 08824
 



732-422-4540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janis Miesen
5127 NE 30th Ave
Portland, OR 97211
 



503-957-7694



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
david west
1807 cleveland av
santa barbara, CA 93103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Sands
19300 Pine Cny Rd
Lake Hughes, CA 93532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Professor Naomi Rachel
954 Arroyo Chico
Boulder, CO 80302
 



(303) 449-4031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emilia Soltis
224 Haddenfield Road
Clifton, NJ 07013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Courtney Edwards
5424 SW 152nd. Place Circle
Miami, FL 33185



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Benjamin Joannou Jr
6401 SW 134 Drive
Pinecrest, FL 33156-7046
 



305-663-1890



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Burchard
92 Miner Street
Canton, NY 13617



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Ragland
2449 N. Edith Blvd
Tucson, AZ 85716
 



(520) 979-2412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Trevor Perry
3275 Diablo Shadow Dr.
Walnut Creek, CA 94598



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Seip
4800 Street Road
Bensalem, PA 19053
 



(215) 244-1265



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Luck
3204 NE 27th Avenue
Portland, OR 97212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven  Mineck
4560 Strutfield Lane
Alexandria, VA 20080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mariano Svidler
517 29th Avenue
San Mateo, CA 94403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ANGELA MCBRIDE
432 North Palm Drive
BEVERLY HILLS, CA 90210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Trish  Gibson
4655 West Sunset Avenue
Bloomington, IN 47403-1763



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Little
4410 Pine Street apartment 3R
Philadelphia, PA 19104
 



(239) 849-7723



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Hepworth
1343 Ashwood Cir.
Salt Lake City, UT 84121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Shelley Cummins
4604 Woodbend Ln.
San Bernardino, CA 92407-3810



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Bielek
west sudbury ct
bellbrook, OH 45305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Davenport
2041 Avenida Placida 4
Simi Valley, CA 93063



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristine Dove
44-400 Indian Wells Lane
Indian Wells, CA 92210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel Terrell
4500 19th St. Lot 334
bou\, CO 80304
 



720-937-7832



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
margaret silver
1829 sea oats drive
atlantic beach, FL 32233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristy Henry
7724 Elm
Raytown, MO 64138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
signe swenson
2879 Walnut Blvd
walnut Creek, CA 94596



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Phenix
2068 Heaton Hall Dr
#534
New Braunfels, TX 78130





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tamara L Strobel
3009 E. La Madera Dr.
Tucson, AZ 85716
 



(413) 717-0087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Clusen
4761 24th Road N.
Arlington, VA 22207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria McVay
172 Pennsylvania Ave
Barnegat, NJ 08005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosy Roberts
3812 River view dr
Birmingham, AL 35243



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory James
2819 N. Frederick Ave.
Milwaukee, WI 53211-3644



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
This kind of "planning" is no longer a solution. It is a destructive, short sighted, devastating
mistake.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lorraine Forte



523 E. 12th St.
New York, NY 10009
 
(212) 505-7078



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Nelson Baker
40410 Fitzgerald Rd
Bethesda, OH 43719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gloria Hatrick, Esq.
3 1/2 Dunning Street, Apt. 2
Brunswick, ME 04011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Soltis
224 Haddenfield Road
Clifton, NJ 07013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Citizen Scarlett Stoppa
2441 w cortez st
chicago, IL 60622
 



617-699-8973



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele LaPorte
2300 N. Barrington Road, Suite 400
Hoffman Estates, IL 60169
 



(847) 973-2865



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marco mauricio
rua sol a santa catarina
Ourem, NY 10101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Wayne Flick
470 Balsam Road
Cimarron, CO 81220
 



(970) 862-8488



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rochelle Willis
612 Maplewood Avenue
Whitehall, OH 43213
 



(614) 231-3467



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Dizon
1225 N 36 St #2095
Phoenix, AZ 85008
 



480 239 0783



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Hornbeck
1842 South 1100 East
Salt Lake City, UT 84105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Prem Mulberry
501 E Adams St
Wisconsin dells, WI 53965
 



608-254-4431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn Wilsey
5809 S Walden Ct.
Centennial, CO 80015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elisabeth Gaba
3711 Thornbrier Way
Bloomfield Hills, MI 48302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
v walson
1800 2d st.
Sarasota, FL 34236
 



941-954-8788



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
t j
86 river rd
westport, MA 02790



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edith Parker
5228 West Skyler Drive
Springfield, MO 65802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Pekrul
180 Landers St. #1
San Francisco, CA 94114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Lawrence
PO Box 317 (49 Oak View)
Durango, CO 81302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Sansone
1104 Wilshire Court
Champaign, IL 61821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Schielke
PO Box 957
Granby, CO 80446
 



970-627-3200



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. angela porsch
116 valencia circle
st petersburg, FL 33716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr Carol Beuchat
24441 Sadaba
Mission Viejo, CA 92692
 



949-472-0784



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Dulgeroff
600 Stevens Dr. #302
#302
Pittsburgh, PA 15237





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Dellinger
20 Chestnut St
Red Bank, NJ 07701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Wargo
4195 Arlington Drive
Brunswick, OH 44212
 



330-273-1452



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Marcy
45 Beech Hill Rd.
Wakefield, RI 02879



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Briggs
1005 Aberdeen Dr.
Broomfield, CO 80020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allyson de Groat
1148 Brian's Way
Wayne, PA 19087-2244



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Tina Carlson
4131E Seadragon Ct
Great Lakes, IL 60088-1100
 



 



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jennifer Jelinek
1404 Clark St
Janesville, WI 53545-4208
 



608-755-9986



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew R Jesick
1451 Harvard Street, NW  #3
Washington, DC 20009
 



(202) 306-1269



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Lin
2430 D Street
Sacramento, CA 95816
 



916-213-0511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Dale
7766 Wise Ave
Richmond Heights, MO 63117
 



(314) 420-9970



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Shephard
The Old Chapel, , Bradford St
Tonbridge, ot TN9 1XB



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kyle Embler
662 Mercer Street SE
Atlanta, GA 30312
 



404.664.3436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Knott
1009 State Route 307
Spring Brook TWP, PA 18444
 



570/842-1754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Shane
327 Neva St
Sebastopol, CA 95472
 



707 823-3744



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pasquale Vairo
22 w 15th st
NY, NY 10011-6842



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arantx hernandez
coruna
coruna, ot 15705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Elizabeth Jackson
9551 Rocky Brook Way
Elk Grove, CA 95624



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Bell
102 Falkirk Ct Apt 4
Sunnyvale, CA 94087
 



(408) 733-2817



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Maurer
17 Intervale Road
Yardville, NJ 08620
 



609/734-5283



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Alexander Sonneborn
400 W 37th St, 9V
Apt 9V
New York, NY 10018





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
meg beeler
16100 Sobre Vista Court
sonoma, CA 95476-3236
 



707.939.7961



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Lehman
55 S. Potomac St.
Hagerstown, MD 21740-4922
 



817-707-4533



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erica Bianchi
Via Verdi 38
Alpignano, ot 10091



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sage Dunn
PO Box 592
Indianola, WA 98342
 



4155157494



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marie-elena mello
po box 968
claremont, CA 91711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane vanWert
P. O. Box 373
Waskom, TX 75692



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LORRAINE THOMPSON
126 COTTAGE ST.
MIDDLETOWN, NY 10940-3705
 



845-341-1967



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Stotts
2207 Creststone Ct
Fort Collins, CO 80525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kim eastin
1811 W. Finland Dr
Deltona, FL 32725-3510
 



386-532-9025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
andrea wiltzius
56 goldenrod
madison, WI 53719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Joanne Bartlett
530 Longmeadow Road
Amherst, NY 142256



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Gordon
600 N Greensboro St
Carrboro, NC 27510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carol Halliburton
216 Broad Street
Greenport, NY 11944



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anita Johnson
2515 Grand St
La Crosse, WI 54603
 



608.783.1078



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Plumer
1223 Broad Street
Elizabethton, TN 37643



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Sabatini
119 Aster Ct
Exeter, PA 18643



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mandi Houston
31524 SE Bluff Road
Gresham, OR 97080
 



5034129907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kenneth gillette
1040 tevis st se
palm bay , FL 32909



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jonathan mcvey
59 chaucer street
hartsdale, NY 10530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
suzanne aagaard
bregnegårdsparken
svendborg, ot 5700
 



+4520992947



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Marsh
482 Rustic Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hank Hammett
616 Blaylock Drive
Dallas, TX 75203-1338
 



214-821-8050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Green
54 Sophia Drive
Worcester, MA 01607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carl Schimmel
1520 SUMMER ST
GRINNELL, IA 50112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sharon coleman
3617 coal dock rd
beaver, OH 45613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary ferraro
718 Fulton St.
Aurora, CO 80010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Fraser
11 Jett Court
Asheville, NC 28806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa  lynch
9844 lucca way
elk grove, CA 95757
 



916-216-2495



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
RAYA ENGLER
16150 NE 13 AVE.
MIAMI, FL 33162



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marion Brown
7919 S. South Shore Dr.
Chicago, IL 60617



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob G Gendron
2076 W Greenleaf Ave
Chicago, IL 60645
 



(773) 743-7803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Pauline St. Denis
150 E. 18th St., Apt. 8P
New York, NY 10003
 



(212) 677-2197



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Devine
3 Rocky Road
Chester, NY 10918
 



845-783-0928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Joel S Savitz
2480 Washington St.
San Francisco, CA 94115
 



(415) 655-9033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diaan Franco
21534 Wild Timber Ct
Broadlands, VA 20148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana A Keyser
216 west Sopris creek rd
Basalt, CO 81621
 



(970) 927-0352



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy Pianalto
921 S.Urbana
Tulsa, OK 74112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lee rudin
274 greenview dr.
daly city, CA 94014
 



(415) 586-9030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Arthur
2209 W Gambit Trl
Phoenix, AZ 85085-3773
 



6023199760



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mitchell Ritter
75 West End Avenue
new york, NY 100023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tanya Teneyuque
10120 Westview Dr. #2016
Houston, TX 77043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
antonia griffin
3 Stimpson Ave
Castleton, NY 12033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
T Sherrill
12332 Manley St
Garden Grove, CA 92845



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Lavilnder
348 South Greenbriar Road
Statesville, NC 28625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Renshaw
254 N. Taylor
Piggott, AR 72454



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Hirsch
812 I Street
Petaluma, CA 94952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Georgena Terrry
3 Center Court Ln
Penfield, NY 14526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christian Gries
4985 N Fortville Pike
Greenfield, IN 46140
 



(317) 326-3929



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Wimmer
1308 S 1400 E
Salt Lake City, UT 84105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Shirley Wallack
450 C Las Casitas Way
Santa Rosa, CA 95403
 



(707) 571-8586



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Christopher Reiger
498 Carl Street, #5
San Francisco, CA 94117
 



917-627-2039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Silvia de los Santos
CMR 432 Box 142
APO, AE 09081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharman Petri
10826 Plainfield St.
Houston, TX 77031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Mullen
304 June Street
Endicott, NY 13760-4052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Snow
P.O. Box 70
Larsen Bay, AK 99624
 



435-678-2904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carly Owens
211 South Ave
Alamo, CA 94507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nikkita Patel
4100 Forest Park Ave. #308
St Louis, MO 63108
 



4153177669



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Luyendyk
325 Baytree Lane
Raleigh, NC 27615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Kornstein
1365 S. 1st St.
Louisville, KY 40208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Megan M Flynn
1642 Lexington Avenue
35
New York, NY 10029





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Michael WALKER
6920 South 74th Lane
Laveen, AZ 85339
 



602-690-9929



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeb Booth
HC 64 BOX 270
Hillsboro, WV 24946



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Byron Barclay
56 Ogle Road
Old Tappan, NJ 07675-7022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Irwin
9512 Clocktower Lane
Columbia, MD 21046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Neri
3591 Hooker
Pinckney, MI 48169



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ellen Korman
1017 Orchard Road
New Park, PA 17352



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Chastain
83 West Jefferson St.
Morgantown, WV 26505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Miesfeld
711 Avalon Road
Columbus, WI 53925



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Cooke
302 12th Street SW
Albuquerque, NM 87102-2812



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeff langdon
223 N Guadalupe #556
#556
Santa Fe, NM 87501



 
720 4207710



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
flynn coleman
12021 wilshire
la, CA 90025
 



3104883222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Robadue
722 South Road
Wakefield, RI 02879



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kierstin Carlson
4032 Ewalt Road
Gibsonia, PA 15044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Reardon
51 College Ave. Apt 1
Somerville, MA 02144-1957
 



6176501215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Taussig
P. O. Box 284
Townshend, VT 05353



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Robert Wist
Business Owner
5431 N 46th Pl
Phoenix, AZ 85018





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Kanter
19501 W Country Club Dr
Aventura, FL 33180



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Hannis
26132 Arcada Drive
Mission Viejo, CA 92691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Robertson
280 Grove Rd
Collierville, TN 38017
 



(901) 853-4221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Lochtefeld
121 Little Neck Road
Ipswich, MA 01938



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Milani
429 Old Gulph Rd
Penn Valley, PA 19072



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Schwery
1248 Highway 191
Panama, IA 51562



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenny Stewart
3142 Brookdale Road
Studio City, CA 91604
 



(323) 650-5095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
I urge you to cherish the needs of the earth more than the commercial interests of Las
Vegas, and reject this request.  Choose life and balance instead of money.
 
Thank you for your leadership to protect the natural resources of America.
 
Pamela Morris
7800 Highway 20 W
Huntsville, AL 35806
 
256/837-4411



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Concerned Citize Erika Yatsko
787 Hawks Bridge Road
Mannington, NJ 08079
 



(856) 299-2696



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. betty schuessler
2025 e 3rd street
tucson, AZ 85719-5104
 



(520) 622-4344



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marjan helms
4
mason, MI 48854



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Stephan Laurent-Faesi
3965 Carrollton Ave.
Indianapolis, IN 46205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Domanski
110 McMinn Avenue
Brevard, NC 28712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Howard Baer
1110 Mockingbird Lane
Norman, OK 73071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Lane
4276 Lindblade Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90066
 



(818) 981-2240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Toni Andriotis
28 STRWOOD ROAD
OTTAWA, ON K2G 1Z1
 



613.614.4912



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Whaley
4334 Liberty Bell Ct
Eureka, CA 95503
 



(707) 445-2924



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan Kaufman Scher
45 Lyon St.
New Haven, CT 06511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Riggio
801 Pascack Road
Paramus, NJ 07652
 



2018192202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Little
560 Kingsley Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
peg morris
255 BAY 2ND ST
WEST ISLIP, NY 11795



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Megan Emery
259 W. Santa Clara St.
Ventura, CA 93001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Shari Grounds
1439 Auwaiku St
Kailua, HI 96734
 



8083860217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Romdenne
3805 E. hIllcrest Road
Two Rivers, WI 54241



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Justin Mortimer
159 Pinney Street, Apt 96C
Ellington, CT 06029
 



860-833-2797



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Nasipak
10605 Yucca Drive
Austin, TX 78759



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Lowenstein
10127 W. Dartmouth Pl. Unit 205
Unit 205
Lakewood, CO 80227





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Courtney Worthen
1312 Holland Hills Drive
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526
 



(336) 971-4291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Foster
20 E. Hartford Ave.
Uxbridge, MA 01569



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Luhrs
2318 Spring St
Reading, PA 19609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bonnie mandel
4330 247 street
LITTLE NECK, NY 11363
 



718-631-5439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Walcott
3315 Richards Dr
Port Huron, MI 48060/7239



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Candice Knight
565 Mohawk Dr
Boulder, CO 80303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Becker
PO Box 83
Cedarville, CA 96104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kona Mori
1208 Imperial Dr.
Glendale, CA 91207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Aaron Ucko
2701 Calvert St., NW, Apt. 309
Washington, DC 20008
 



202-669-7495



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janelle Witter
3163 Studio Lane  #19
Bellingham, WA 98226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Colledge
1021 Coal SW Apt 22
Apt 22
Albuquerque, NM 87102





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Henderson
5352 Sisson Dr
Huntington Beach, CA 92649
 



7148402736



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Odette Wilkens
67-30 Dartmouth Street, #7M
Forest Hills, NY 11375



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Ben Tollenaar
140 Brewer Dr.
Marquette, MI 49855



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mari Beckman-Lau
32 Clifton Place #4
Brooklyn, NY 11238



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Scurran
5116 N. Fairway Springs Dr
Tucson, AZ 85749
 



520 360-3398



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jo Evans
3311 20th St.
San Francisco, CA 94110
 



4152828238



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jo Evans
3311 20th St.
San Francisco, CA 94110
 



4152828238



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Swallow
75 Summer Road
Flemington, NJ 08822



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregg Morris
2131 G Cross Creek Ct
High Point, NC 27262



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ana Prohaska
Granicarska 1a
Bjelovar, ot 43000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Shirley
583 Green Ridge
Daly City, CA 94014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Stuart
611 Youngs Dr
Front Royal, VA 22630
 



540 3246996



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Wadsworth
125 W 33rd Street
Reading, PA 19606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Erik Shearer
2427 E Verde Ln
Phoenix, AZ 85016-7915



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Zentarski
250-16 Summer St.
Plantsville, CT 06479



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mandy Merritt
2137 N Courtenay Pkwy #28
Merritt Island, FL 32953
 



3214591933



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kris Henk
2459 Tulip Street
Philadelphia, PA 19125
 



(215) 751-8000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
RANDY BRADLEY
1088 PACHSAMA CT
SIOUX CITY, IA 51108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike moran
415 Emery Street
Longmont, CO 80501
 



7208395163



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caregiver Michelle Miranda
Caregiver
1440 Jose Ave. Apt. 306
Santa Cruz, CA 95062



 
831+-426-3092



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
V. Alexander
424 Jefferson NE
Albuquerque, NM 87108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Michelle Hamilton
6503 61st St NE
Marysville, WA 98270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Sarah Manor
 
Sarah Manor
3230 Normandy Woods Dr.
Ellicott City, MD 21043





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Romero
Mor 39
Mexico, IL 53200
 



3124919897



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Gerth
641 7th St
Lake Oswego, OR 97034-2207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Yarmchuk
2301 N Treat Ave
Tucson, AZ 85716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Sampatacos
2352 Back Nine St.
Oceanside, CA 92056
 



7606372949



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
KEVIN F BOLEMBACH
46 MARLBORO ROAD
CLIFTON, NJ 07012
 



973-777-7477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
P Hickey
456 worthington road
Millersville, MD 21108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. DeDe O'Donnell
1177 Spruce Street
Greensburg, PA 15601-5344



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marilyn schiazzano
558 shawanga lodge rd
bloomingburg, NY 12721
 



845-733-1781



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Jones
23332 Hartland Street
West Hills, CA 91307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Loren Lugg
10 Roast Meat Hill Rd.
Killingworth, CT 06419



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marc Daniel
119 E Lawrence St
Mount Vernon, WA 98273



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sara Meighen-Wise
PO Box 495
Enumclaw, WA 98022-0495



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Lipchik
14 Arbor Circle Apt 1419
Cincinnati, OH 45255



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Andora
4720 N. Racine Ave. #1E
Chicago, IL 60640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Boone
4601 Woodland Park Blvd.
Arlington, TX 76013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brooke Polk
2717 Abbey Rd
Oklahoma City, OK 73120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
educator Peter Thompson
658 West Onondaga Street
Syracuse, NY 13204
 



(315) 475-1170



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
peter funk
1040 Abbey Place Ct
King, NC 27021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Ruiz
182 Guadalupe Dr
Sonma, CA 95476



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James McMahan
6041 Del Rey Drive
Colorado Springs, CO 80918



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A.L. Hern
1545 N. Hobart Blvd., #332
Apt. #332
Los Angeles, CA 90027



 
3238710544



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
darlene wolf
1705 gordon dr
naples, FL 34102
 



239-435-6492



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Justin Velella
3442 Harold Street
Oceanside, NY 11572



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alina dollat
5 rue du marais
gouvieux, ot 60270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Jefferies
913 Saint Andrews Lane
Louisville, CO 80027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JULIE McKee
333 W 57th St
New York, NY 10019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Guptail
1200 River View Ave Apt 50
Apt 50
Stevens Point, WI 54481-5147



 
715-849-5110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Johnston
60 Dean Street
Attleboro, MA 02703
 



(847) 493-6410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Gloria Picchetti
553 W Oakdale
Chicago, IL 60657-5753
 



773-871-0999



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Thomas Bejgrowicz
10 N. Plum St.
Lancaster, PA 17602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott D Byrne
73 Elm Street
Dover, NJ 07801
 



(973) 989-5326



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Renee Solano
326 Main St. # 8
EVERETT, MA 02149



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Julie Barrett
79 Old Beach Rd.
Newport, RI 02840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allison  Frymoyer
3 Everett Street, Apt. 2
Cambridge, MA 02138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Chris Drumright
1434 E. Main St.  #26
Murfreesboro, TN 37130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Robinson
2640 Worden St. #215
San Diego, CA 92110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristin Green
PO Box 767
Sault Ste. Marie, MI 49783



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Otte
3466 Woodview Dr.
Newburgh, IN 47630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Herve Thain
11 bis rue joseph tournade
Dompierre sur mer, ot 17139
 



0516191009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Siddhesh Kaushik
9811 Bristol Square Ln
Bethesda, MD 20814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen Hale
10833 Pine Hill Drive
Grass Valley, CA 95945
 



(530)273-1351



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n/a kathy haverkamp
722 billsboro road
geneva, NY 14456



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Fusner
6609 Illinois Avenue
Hammond, IN 46323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Grisham
520 Los Ranchos Rd NW, #38
Los Ranchos, NM 87107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard  Herkalo
12 Alcott Ct
Freehold, NJ 07728
 



732-915-1727



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Avery
1329 Agape Way
Lafayette, CO 80026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Sutton
1100 Chantilly Road
Los Angeles, CA 90077-2620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darren Liebman
14650 Bournemouth Rd
Tampa, FL 33626
 



(813) 961-4656



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Torrance Hanley
828 Orange St
New Haven, CT 06511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Errol Plata
300 East Main Street
Norfolk, VA 23510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wylie Cox
551 Prescott
Memphis, TN 38111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Thomas
5900 Hathaway Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27514
 



919-949-4314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Ritchey
15443 S 44th Way
Phoenix, AZ 85044
 



(480) 460-2652



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Sue Thompson
6522 Mt. Palomar Dr.
Buena Park, CA 90620-4202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Jessica Ramirez
6621 W. 86th Place, #108
Westchester, CA 90045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. b pelton
14234  pacos l
scottsdale, AZ 85375



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charity Moschopoulos
3617 Sprucedale Dr
Annandale, VA 22003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colleen McKenna
85 Old Pennellville Rd.
Brunswick, ME 04011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shelley Hartz
7 Baron Way
Littleton, MA 01460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Kurz
6107 Elston Rd
Jefferson City, MO 65109-3186
 



573-584-3508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carol Marsh
420 E, Front St., #2
Missoula, MT 59802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shirley Hudleson
2920 Ivy St.
Titusville, FL 32796
 



3212648729



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Boris Dirnbach
6350 Lancaster Ave
Philadelphia, PA 19151-2507
 



(215) 473-4077



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Billy Arcila
1341 E. Colorado Blvd
Pasadena, CA 91106
 



(626) 840-3391



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keith Adams
1432 W Elmdale Ave 3W
Chicago, IL 60660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. susan wehling
2410 georgia ave
valdosta, GA 31602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenda Eisenhart
14887 Leetown Road
Kearneysville, WV 25430
 



(304) 283-1132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Gilbert
16 Camino Alondra
Santa Fe, NM 87507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Rust
165 Sabine
Boerne, TX 78006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
christine o'reilly
525 east broadway
port jefferson, NY 11777



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Willie Hinze
1825 Faculty Dr.
Winston Salem, NC 27106
 



(336) 758-5509



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Long
9141 Sea Oats Dr
Indianapolis, IN 46250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. alfred  cammisa
62 Pickerel road
monroe, NY 10950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Has anyone considered cutting the fountains and the golf courses?
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Rubly Burggraff
PO Box 259



Fort Defiance, AZ 86504
 
(928) 729-5628



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
F. Robert Wesley
212 Hill Road
Ithaca, NY 14850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lenette Sadek
PO Box 5004
Vernon Hills, IL 60061
 



847.573.9110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. john burke
119 encline court
encline court
san francisco, CA 94127



 
415 948 7403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvia Rankin
15 Manor Drive
Burscpugh, ot 11111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Miller
204 Laurel St.
West Boylston, MA 01583



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Kissock
10792 Rochester Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chad Wawrzyniak
1405 Vt Route 12A
Northfield, VT 05663



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Xuereb
5715 Dodds Dr
Bettendorf, IA 52722-6534



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lynette Strangstad
327 Doty St.
Mineral Point, WI 53565-1241



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Bauer
703 Falls Ct
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523
 



925-370-0220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia E. Palko
1732 S. Trenton St., # 2
Denver, CO 80231
 



303-619-3940



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ismet Kipchak
7 5th Street
Nesconset, NY 11767



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel Page
500 Englewood Avenue
Durham, NC 27701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Neil Hastings
5020 S Washington St
Englewood, CO 80113-6932



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Beers
3781 Moore St.
Los Angeles, CA 90066
 



310-636-0174



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
amy cozzi
913 wildwood ct
Saint Charles, IL 60174



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deanne O'Donnell
1177 Spruce Street
Greensburg, PA 15601-5344
 



724-836-0579



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Galdabini
8747 Phinney Ave N #8
Seattle, WA 98103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harold Mann
1751 Balsa Ave
San Jose, CA 95124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Richard Harwood
1510 Pump Road
Richmond, VA 23238



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Durso
student
264 E 100 N
Logan, UT 84321



 
919-349-7967



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
victoria feuerstein
116 mobrey lane
smithtown, NY 11787
 



(631) 864-6512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Edgar
Brambling Cottage
Little Chalfont, ot HP7 9NE



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Outreach Directo Megan Edstrom
Environmental Education
57 Pleasant Avenue
Portland, ME 04103-3217



 
2074503059



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Haake
9750 30th St.
Colfax, WI 54730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. jim strachan
43854 victor place
lancaster, CA 93535



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Quentin Fischer
2514 Sharmar Rd.
Roanoke, VA 24018-2625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nick leighton
10 pingree farm road
georgetown, MA 01833
 



(978) 352-7056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a former resident of Nevada (the Truckee Meadows area) who hopes to move back in
the near future I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the
plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leah  Jones
980 Bella Vista Ave



Pasadena, CA 91107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marion glick
229 stony creek rd
branford, CT 06405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gretchen McLlarky
po box 397
fall city, WA 98024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Robinson
2640 Worden St. #215
San Diego, CA 92110
 



619-677-5634



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ulla schmid
Niebuhrstr. 57c
Berlin, ot 10629



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "inter-basin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an inter-basin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Waterworth
10001 Old Franklin Ave.
Seabrook, MD 20706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William E. E Woodcock
2355 Virginia Street
Berkeley, CA 94709-1315
 



(510) 540-8048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Giblin
130 Ahern Rd
Binghamton, NY 13903
 



6077720284



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cindy sprecher
6033 s apache rose trail
Hereford, AZ 85615
 



5208031160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Lofgren
15524 NW Old Pumpkin Ridge Rd
North Plains, OR 97133
 



503-647-2058



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marty Landa
45 Siesta Lane
Sedona, AZ 86351-8712
 



9282844021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert  Hupf
8205 sw 26 pl
davie, FL 33328



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Fukuda
136 Marietta Drive
San Francisco, CA 94127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. melodie martin
2339 11th Ave East
Seattle, WA 98102
 



206-322-3341



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L.D. Hieber Jr.
13034 Sager Rd.
Chelsea, MI 48118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Wood
2102 Coach Drive
Naperville, IL 60565
 



6309612727



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolynnq Rickerson
104 The Colony
Willaimsburg, VA 23185



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Wilkes
1607 Cottonwood Dr., Apt 21
Louisville, CO 80027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Antonella Nielsen
Rørsangervej 47
Copenhagen, ot 2400



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Wall
14436 State hwy 64 E
Tyler, TX 75707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Rosenbrock
Crow Canyon Rd
Castro Valley, CA 94552



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Gentry
4439 Cedarbrush Drive
Dallas, TX 75229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thierry Tondusson
184 East Macarthur
Sonoma, CA 95476



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Kelly
2765 Long Lake W
west bloomfield, MI 48323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane White
4138 Herschel Ave
Dallas, TX 75219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Again, remember the key word: IRREVERSIBLE. Treat the earth with wisdom!
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate Ritter
Shannon DR.



Tobyhanna, PA 18466



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Gennari
5368 N. Kenrick parke Dr.
St. Louis, MO 63119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elyse Ashton
8998 Norma Place
West Hollywood, CA 90069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Shanley
Pilates instructor
328 Jasper Peak Ct.
Lafayette, CO 80026



 
(303) 666-7250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Verne Pershing
4510 Pleasant Valley Rd.
Placerville, CA 95667



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Fortin
420 G St.
Salt Lake City, UT 84103
 



801-328-4526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keri Flanagan
adjunct instructor
10 Foxwood Drive Apt F
Morris Plains, NJ 07950





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Cierlitsky
245 South First Street
Lehighton, PA 18235
 



610-379-1069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doug Cecere
2308 Owens Avenue #103
Fort Collins, CO 80528-7157



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Fontanilla
2 Hyde Road
Bloomfield, NJ 07003
 



9733381551



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jess Jaffe
1460 broadway #5-13
new york, NY 10036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please, I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants
and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.  Many thanks.
 
Respectfully,
 
Maria Paez
84-43 64th Rd. Apt. 46B
Middle Villge, NY 11379-2404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Johnston
5700 S. 110th St.
Hales Corners, WI 53130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Walker
Woodland Dr.
Contoocook, NH 03229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Tierra Curry
Conservation Biology
PO Box 1178
Flagstaff, AZ 86002



 
(928) 522-3681



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carla Finn
8084 Brighton-BunkerHill Road
Bunker Hill, IL 62014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Although I am not a Nevadan, I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great
Basin and all the plants and animals that live there. Also, I am shocked at the Southern
Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually
from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to
southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting
the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Jacobs
retired teacher
696 Fruithurst Dr.



Pittsburgh, PA 15228-2534
 
Do NOT phone



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Zebell
912 N. Aurora St.Ithaca
Ithaca, NY 14850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
june veloce
18 caldwell road
patterson, NY 12563
 



845-279-6210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa DuFort
925 Fisher Road
Traverse City, MI 49685



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Smith
6375 West Gerhart Rd.
Tucson, AZ 85745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Warner
281 Ross Hollow
Bigelow, AR 72016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edwin Bixenstine
407 Wilson Ave.
Kent, OH 44240/2600



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Jeremy Rossman
674 Driftwood Ln
Northbrook, IL 60062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathe Walton
924 W. Winona
Chicago, IL 60640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Priya Ellisor
PO Box 517
La Pryor, TX 78872
 



(830) 365-9159



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Laurel Watson
43522 W. Kristal Lane
Maricopa, AZ 85138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Wilkinson
3634 E Blacklidge Dr #2
Tucson, AZ 85716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doug Evans
Box 1843
Ojai, CA 93024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cheryl osborn
box 156
conesville, OH 48311



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin McCreless
648 Escalona Drive
Santa Cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Siamak Owhadi
106  Hayne Drive
Grovetown, GA 30813



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roland Göttert
Katzenloch
Kempfeld, ot 55758



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Mullen
7314 Route 287
Wellsboro, PA 16901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rose Bennahmias
20775 E Rim Lane
Walnut, CA 91789



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Palandro
105 Grant Avenue
Egg Harbor Township, NJ 08234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Boughner
2093 Lenmary Road
West Harrison, IN 47060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Galasko
4217 middlesex Drive
San Diego, CA 92116
 



(619) 280-3684



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhonda Green
21505 E. 39th Ave
Denver, CO 80249



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Dvorak
180 Highland ave
WINTHROP, MA 02152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Grace Giammello
802 Ocean Drive
Boynton Beach, FL 33426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gemma Dickson
Kingshill
Whitchurch
Porthcawl, ot CF36 5LD





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
clare miflin
44
brooklyn, NY 11201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kyle Hall
18243 W3rd. Ave. #2
Golden, CO 80401-6928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Ai McCarthy
13526 NE 70th St.
Redmond , WA 98052
 



5034498501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natasa Aleksic
Fellbacherstr.
Ludwigburg, ot 71640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zornitza Hadjitodorova
Emory University
Atlanta, GA 30322



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rob Roberto
10746 North Magnolia Ave 8C
Santee, CA 92071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jackie Tryggeseth
6869 Taylor Rd
Sauk City, WI 53583
 



6086436906



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Cocco
3733 Ridgeway St.
Boulder, CO 80301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doug Shohan
95 Via Maria
Lee, MA 01238
 



4132432086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leora Feeney
1330 Eighth Street
Alameda, CA 94501
 



(510) 522-0601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Margraf
3 Ashton road
Medford, NY 11763-1001
 



631-924-4590



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Boling
7450 Willowchase Boulevard
Houston, TX 77070-5867
 



281-955-2404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine  Nicholls
1546 meadowlawn dr.
Macedonia , OH 44056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please please please deny the authority's water-right applications
based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other
options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be
off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Gulick
7056 Teesdale Ave
North Hollywood, CA 91605
 



(818) 655-5596



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Della Cleve
3321 Parkwood Ave
Richmond, VA 23221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rachel tremblay
530 Richard Ave.
Montreal, QC H4H 2A4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marlene Barrett
4505 Thackeray Rd
Maumee, OH 43537



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Deke E Gliem
14286 141st Street
Dawson, IA 50066
 



5154654407



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matt Malina
410 east 6th street
New york, NY 10009
 



9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Rhames
276 Palm Valley Blvd., #107
San Jose, CA 95123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As someone who studies Sage Grouse and Ferruginous Hawks, I am writing to you
because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there,
and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?  The current glut of foreclosed homes in
southern Nevada foreshadows the long-term unsustainability of population growth in that
area.  With many species already under stress because of rising temperatures and early
melting snowpacks in the Sierras, we need to preserve water resources there, not export
them.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Marcia Clouser
802 Cedar Road
Schwenksville, PA 19473



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a Nevadan, I am well aware of the water issues we have.  I am writing to you because I
care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louis Bubala
2040 Brenda Way
Carson City, NV 89704



 
(775) 894-4278



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Perrin de Jong
155 Shelburne Rd
Asheville, NC 28806
 



859.225.7065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shelley frazier
609 S. Boylan Ave.
Raleigh, NC 27603
 



919-395-6129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan Wallace
123 Arbor Drive
Moab, UT 84532
 



4352590814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
April Greene-Colozzi
14 Avon Place
Arlington, MA 02474



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Ware Ware
662 Fairway Avenue NE
Ft. Walton Beach, FL 32547



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ann Jester
35122 Quail Creek Drive
Denham Springs, LA 70706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Les Switzer
4425 Tonawanda Dr.
Houston, TX 77035-3819
 



713-721-6486



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brandy Parris
310 16th Ave
Seattle, WA 98122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Hawkins
3639 Bancroft Street
San Diego, CA 92104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Earle
46 Charlie Star Ln
Bucksport, ME 04416



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
martha schermann
5421 alabama
saint louis, MO 63111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jay Young
304 Windflower Ct
Windsor, CA 95492



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawn Waters
870 Vine St.
Herndon, VA 20170



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Swain
35 Graig Road
Alltwen, Pontardawe
Alltwen, Pontardawe, Swansea, ot SA8 3DA





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glen Weisberg
140 West End Ave
New York, NY 10023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jerry Bloomer
2146 Minnekahta Avenue
Hot Springs, SD 57747
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Jones
20 Northey St.
Salem, MA 01970



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glen Weisberg
140 West End Ave
New York, NY 10023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Maris
1208 Candelaria Road NW #C-1
Albuquerque, NM 87107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glen Weisberg
140 West End Ave
New York, NY 10023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
savina veselinova
Bulgaria, Sofia
Sofia, ot 11324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randy  Lindo
thornhill
Toronto, ON l3t6z9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Saunders
43 Grand Avenue
Ridgefield Park, NJ 07660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jo Ann Watkins
p o box 43
Lisbon falls, ME 04252



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emma Obligaciion
3059 Montgomerie Circle
Eagle, CO 81631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Johnson
5109 Clairemont Mesa Blvd
San Diego, CA 92117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kristen greer
po box 384
petaluma, CA 94953



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael McGowan
570 7th Ave
Suite 601
New York, NY 10018



 
516-465-1516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn Hillman
23642 via potes
Mission Viejo, CA 92691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Stephenson
4565 Watson Road
Puslinch, ON N0B 2J0
 



519-837-9485



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stephen marks
3691 6redonia Dr.
losd angeles, CA 90068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Ruperti
15 Windsor st.
Chelmsford, MA 01824



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
vaso k
ifigenias 74
athens, ot 183131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shannon Irwin
164 Cambridge Court
Clifton, NJ 07014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We are facing an epidemic of species facing extinction and water is going to play a big part
in what species are going to survive and which are not.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Rudin



3620 St Charles Street
Colorado Springs, CO 80904
 
719-575-9552



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert A Sessions
222 Fairview Ave
Iowa Cilty, IA 52245
 



(319) 338-5627



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. rhonda lieberman
245 eldridge street, #2R
ny, NY 10002-1376



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen  Holmes
3053 Fillmore St
San Francisco, CA 94123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Williams
235 Brookhill Rd.
Libertyville, IL 60048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen  Holmes
3053 Fillmore St
San Francisco, CA 94123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jo Ann Watkins
p o box 43
Lisbon falls, ME 04252



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debi Bergsma
15376 Rockwell Avenue
Fontana, CA 92336-4106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Dickson
819 NW 30th St.
Oklahoma City, OK 73118
 



4057888115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Dickson
819 NW 30th St.
Oklahoma City, OK 73118
 



4057888115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Susan  Titus
250 Culver Road
Ithaca, NY 14850-8782
 



(607) 277-5168



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. rhonda lieberman
245 eldridge street, #2R
ny, NY 10002-1376



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paige Ruane
302 W 12th Street, #183
New York, NY 10014-6025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Freya Goldstein
250 West 104 Street
New York, NY 10025-4226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Chris Burns
P.O.Box 652
Abiquiu, NM 87510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Francois de la Giroday
4646 Los Feliz Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90027
 



(323) 668-2288



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Power
1911 I Street
Iowa City, IA 52240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am worried by the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely, Gerard  A. Sova
 
Gerard Sova
261 12th Street, Unit #5B
Hoboken, NJ 07030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly McDonald
1456 Dermott Ave
Virginia Beach, VA 23455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
natalia lebiedzierski
5102, rue kensington
saint-hubert, QC j3y2w6



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Creed Cate
3444 Wemberley Dr
Sacramento, CA 95864



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Chapmon
350 S. Jackson St.
Denver, CO 80209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Lindsey Quesinberry
4320 N. Camino de Carrillo
Tucson, AZ 85750
 



(520) 299-6599



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Dominic Libby
63 Middleton Rd.
Milton, NH 03851
 



6037552139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Penelope Delevoryas
P. O. Box 24474
San Jose, CA 95154



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Robert Lindsay
601 Sunrise Avenue #A2
Madera, CA 93638



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Chapmon
350 S. Jackson St.
Denver, CO 80209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Ruedas
Bromberger Str.4
Ellerbek, ot 25474



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Derek Stockdale
13 Deannfield
Bangor, ot BT19 6NX



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maria sanz
catolico
Zaragoza, ot 50009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing you today as I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?  There is a
lesson to learn from California's problem with pumping water from the north part of the
state to Los Angeles.  It is a bad old idea and there are more modern efficient ways to
meet Las Vegas' water needs.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for your time.
 
Marianne Bithell



1019 Alder Grove Road
Arcata, CA 95521
 
707-822-4331



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maria sanz
catolico
Zaragoza, ot 50009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
henk loorbach
de kempenaerstraat111b
amsterdam, ot 1051cj



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maria sanz
catolico
Zaragoza, ot 50009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Cooke
114 E. Maynard Avenue
Durham, NC 27704
 



610-428-0208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maria sanz
catolico
Zaragoza, ot 50009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Albert Ahronheim
222 E. 80th Street
New York, NY 10075



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aixa Fielder
4749 West Washington Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol March
355 Sickler Road
Willow, NY 12495
 



(845) 679-3480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
laura maschio
via rivarano,12/A
avellino, ot 83024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aixa Fielder
4749 West Washington Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura L. Syperda
1780 Deer Ridge Rd
Tillamook, OR 97141
 



(503) 842-5610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Park
652 W Roscoe Street
Chicago, IL 60657



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Schmidt
5186 New Sweden Road NE
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110
 



206-295-3755



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Whitacre
659 E Laurel Rd
BELLINGHAM, WA 98226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
velda cornelius
3802 lupine ln apt g
apt g
calabasas, CA 91302





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sylvia Ruth Gray
315 !st Avenue #5
Salt Lake City, UT 84103-2609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Williamson
17107 Cutter Way
Crosby, TX 77532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CHARISSA ADAMS
16735 bonanza drive
riverside, CA 92504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louis Reginato Jr
6 N.Kingsbridge Place Apt.D
Chesapeake, VA 23322



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dewey Odhner
439 Avenue A
Horsham, PA 19044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aixa Fielder
4749 West Washington Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helene Wetzel
419 Union Ave
Rutherford, NJ 07070
 



201-939-0439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephenie Hatch
617 Peterson Lane
Lakeway, TX 78734



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin E Conlisk
4450 4th St
Riverside, CA 92501
 



(951) 782-9173



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Fraterdeus
PO BOX 248
GALENA, IL 61036-0248



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sara Dodson
7 School Lane
Chester, CT 06412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeri pollock
590 Buena Loma Street
#222
Altadena, CA 91001





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
velda cornelius
3802 lupine ln apt g
apt g
calabasas, CA 91302





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura L. Syperda
1780 Deer Ridge Rd
Tillamook, OR 97141
 



(503) 842-5610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
omar shah
8370 Paragon Rd
Centerville, OH 45458
 



937-789-1503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kat redford
318 elm street
new haven, CT 06511
 



234350592



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Antje Göttert
Katzenloch
Kempfeld, ot 55758



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Chinn
134 Douglas Fir Circle
Cloverdale, CA 95425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenwyn Derby
1642 Alabama St.
San Francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon reynolds
3415 browns valley rd
Napa, CA 94558



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Venus
1099 Sierra Vista Way
Chico, CA 95926
 



530-588-5887



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Hauck
10912 124 Ave
Largo, FL 33778



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susanne Ekberg
Hofberg 40 ug
Trier, ot 54296



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susanne Ekberg
Hofberg 40 ug
Trier, ot 54296



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Pearl
1116 Banks Street
Houston, TX 77006-6161
 



6466413585



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathryn Lee
35 Paces Landing
Covington, GA 30016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kat redford
318 elm street
new haven, CT 06511
 



234350592



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Antje Göttert
Katzenloch
Kempfeld, ot 55758



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Duncan
13415 Shaker Boulevard, Apt 12L3
Cleveland, OH 44120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorcas Marie Daly
4427 E. 17th St.
Tucson, AZ 85711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathryn Lee
35 Paces Landing
Covington, GA 30016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Lachat
29 Abrew Street
Bay Shore, NY 11706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Lyon
1069 Brook Road
Boulder, CO 80302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Hunter-Welborn
524 Meadowmist Ct..
Encinitas, CA 92024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela  Turick
po box 183
adamsville, RI 02801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Kaiser
PO Box 5510
Whitefish, MT 59937



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorcas Marie Daly
4427 E. 17th St.
Tucson, AZ 85711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Montuori
5 Hillside Place
Cranford, NJ 07016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Trish Davis
2620 North Carr
Tacoma, WA 98403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tram Pham
3515 SE Franklin Street
Portland, OR 97202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harry Gerecke
10220 SW 127th st
Vashon, WA 98070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Briggs
6516 Lorraine Drive
Riverside, CA 92506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Leonard  Mole
Research Chemist
1406 Laughridge Dr
Cary, NC 27511



 
(919) 467-3392



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Twomey
38 Montell St
Oakland, CA 94611
 



415-263-8251



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Poncia
P.O. Box 971
Lower Lake, CA 95457
 



(707) 995-2047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n/a Ann Wiseman
402 N Main St
Mansfield, IL 61854



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Carey
1815 21st Drive
Astoria, NY 11105
 



(917) 584-4984



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michael raines
436 sherman st
galion, OH 44833



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shonna Hawkins
87 Green Briar
Alliston, ON L9R 1S3



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Herrick
3230 Brighton Road
Howell, MI 48843



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marlene Lebel
118 Olympic Dr
Pflugerville, TX 78660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vicki Hightower
1652 NW 785th Road
Bates City, MO 64011
 



816-517-2303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Stephanie Donaldson
 
Stephanie Donaldson
33 Maltby
Wallingford, CT 06492



 
(203) 741-0838



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Malone
5919 McKinney Dr. NE
Albuquerque, NM 87109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Whitaker
1108 G Ave
La Grande, OR 97850
 



I am already signed up to be there.



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Poncia
P.O. Box 971
Lower Lake, CA 95457
 



(707) 995-2047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Campbell
657 St. George Road
Danville, CA 94526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen A Gualtieri
4 Providence Rd
Morton, PA 19070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanna Rozwdowska
Leg.Pilsudskiegp
Brzesko, ot 32800



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel Hofslund
632 Melrose Lane
Beecher, IL 60401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Minde
2760 W. Ohio
Apache Junction, AZ 85120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Roman
5170 Sherman Road
West Palm Beach, FL 33415
 



5612818989



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy McCollom
1206 Delaware Street
Huntington Beach, CA 92648



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
C. Kerry Nemovicher, Ph.D.
1705 Autumn Valley Way
Reno, NV 89523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
C. Kerry Nemovicher, Ph.D.
1705 Autumn Valley Way
Reno, NV 89523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kirk Rhoads
301 Cooper Street
Mountain Home, AR 72653-4270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gloria  Lasich
5905 Baronne Prevost st
North Las Vegas, NV 89081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Protect precious water and all creatures who depend upon it.
 
Peace and blessings upon the land
Peace and blessings upon the water
Peace and blessings upon you and those you hold dear
 
Ann Thornlow
5900 Dehaven Rd
Pleasant Garden, NC 27313



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ji-Young Kim
19230 25th Ave SE
Bothell, WA 98012
 



4258304307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tara Vassil
Boardman Street
Salem, MA 01970



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mr paul schiappa
8 ketcham pl.
melville, NY 11747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Heuman
1091 Pattee Ave.
Elburn, IL 60119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Forest Soil Scie Richard Hanes
5076 Leonard Rd., #75
Grants Pass, OR 97527
 



(541) 476-0337



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Pearl
1116 Banks Street
Houston, TX 77006-6161
 



6466413585



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Salmon
538 fairmont ave
westfield, NJ 07090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ginger Ziemak
Felicity Place
North Port, FL 34289



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Douglas
133 Brandtson Ave.
Elyria, OH 44035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Morgan
325 River Oaks Lane
Canton, TX 75103
 



903-521-1916



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel Hofslund
632 Melrose Lane
Beecher, IL 60401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Bailey
PO Box 278
.
Milton, IN 47357



 
765-478-4767



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Sue S Bassalleck
1809 Miracerros PL NE
Albuquerque, NM 87106
 



(505) 262-4820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
thomas dewey
4792 buckley rd. apt.7
liverpool, NY 13088-3672



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy McCollom
1206 Delaware Street
Huntington Beach, CA 92648



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Wilscam
161 ast Main St  #12
Rockville, CT 06066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael  Varichak
2115 W. Washington St.
West Bend, WI 53095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Robin Schwarz
8 Bearskin Neck
Rockport, MA 01966
 



9785462003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenny Williams
9526 Mossridge Circle
Dallas, TX 75238



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Robin Schwarz
8 Bearskin Neck
Rockport, MA 01966
 



9785462003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shirley ann burga
18650 bowdish road
gregory, MI 48137-9429



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
melissa ewing
368 Grenola street
pacific palisades, CA 90272



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
melissa ewing
368 Grenola street
pacific palisades, CA 90272



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Johnson
317 H Street
Waterford, CA 95386



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Carrera
61 Beacon Avenue
Layton, UT 84041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Robin Schwarz
8 Bearskin Neck
Rockport, MA 01966
 



9785462003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. charlie mccullagh
311 river rd
red bank, NJ 07701-2370



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jen Rios
3241 Taper Ave
San Jose, CA 95124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen  Kramarz
8150 Whitefield
Dearborn Heights, MI 48127
 



(313) 563-3335



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Robin Schwarz
8 Bearskin Neck
Rockport, MA 01966
 



9785462003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Guimarin
2088 Orestes Way
Campbell, CA 95008-2612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Robin Schwarz
8 Bearskin Neck
Rockport, MA 01966
 



9785462003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Gatter
163 Shawmut Ave
North Haven, CT 06473



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances Freeman
Holcombe Rogus
Wellington, ot TA21 0NE



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Isabelle LeCun
12 Howard Ct
Lincroft, NJ 07738
 



732-219-9360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Hamilton
2115 Bataan Rd. #3
Redondo Beach, CA 90278-1439
 



(310) 332-0970



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Arter
1446 E Roosevelt
Phoenix, AZ 85006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Tiedeman
4230 Timberline Rd
Clinton , WA 98236
 



360-341-1735



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leah Bernardon
3806 Cassell Blvd
Prince Frederick, MD 20678



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dana Kaiser
1726 E. Fairfield Ct.
Ontario, CA 91761



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daryl Blackler
229 N. HIckory St.
Massapequa, NY 11758



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Thowe
5917 N 800 West
McCordsville, IN 46055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
heather lehman
2009 harney street
vancouver, WA 98660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.  Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of
prime Great Basin shrubland habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland
grasses and annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard.
Eight thousand acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125
miles of perennial streams.   The toll on species would also be staggering, and some
species of desert fish and springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species
would occur, including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher,
Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betsy Thibault
2026 Quail Run Drive NE
Albuquerque, NM 87122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
melissa ewing
368 Grenola street
pacific palisades, CA 90272



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dana Kaiser
1726 E. Fairfield Ct.
Ontario, CA 91761



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Ziemak
Felicity Place
North Port, FL 34289



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dana Kaiser
1726 E. Fairfield Ct.
Ontario, CA 91761



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dana Kaiser
1726 E. Fairfield Ct.
Ontario, CA 91761



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael  Varichak
2115 W. Washington St.
West Bend, WI 53095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dana Kaiser
1726 E. Fairfield Ct.
Ontario, CA 91761



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Noah Horton
570 S. Main Ave. #2
Tucson, AZ 85701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Hamilton
2115 Bataan Rd. #3
Redondo Beach, CA 90278-1439
 



(310) 332-0970



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniela Leonard
726 Union Street
Brooklyn, NY 11215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lonna richmond
45 sunset way
muir beach, CA 94965
 



415 380-8617



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rivkah Khanin
10 E. Preston St #2
Baltimore, MD 21202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Souza
10787 Caminito Bravura
San Diego, CA 92108
 



619736458



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Klein
140 Harmon St.
Hamden, CT 06517



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances Freeman
Holcombe Rogus
Wellington, ot TA21 0NE



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Dougherty
1134 Barkston Dr.
Katy, TX 77450



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Alexander
701 East Labadie
De Leon, TX 76444



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elise Adibi
42 Melrose St
Brooklyn, NY 11206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shirley Morton
704 E. 23rd. St. S.
Newton, IA 50208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joshua Morton
130 Barrow Street, Suite 415
New York, NY 10014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Nadler
220 West 98 Street
New York, NY 10025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elise Adibi
42 Melrose St
Brooklyn, NY 11206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rob Tierney
515 Mobile Ave
Daytona Beach, FL 32118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shirley Morton
704 E. 23rd. St. S.
Newton, IA 50208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Esther Juhl
Heilmannring 14
Berlin, ot 13627



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Clifton
2136 Crescent Ave
Montrose, CA 91020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rob Tierney
515 Mobile Ave
Daytona Beach, FL 32118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Meghan McDonald
2660 N. Humboldt Blvd. #26
Milwaukee, WI 53212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and the plants and
animals that live there, and I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management, and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.  The
water authority's request is not environmentally sound, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexandra Welsko
7538 Warner Avenue
Saint Louis, MO 63117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Dear Mr. King:
 
Don't let Las Vegas (Nevada) have any more water.  The city is too big and a problem
already - smog, crime, etc.  Why should other areas and wildlife suffer so that Las Vegas
can duplicate more of itself, which cannot be properly maintained as it is: postal, streets,
medical, police, fire.  Solve the problems that already exist before adding more.
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan L. Wishner
p.s.  I lived in Las Vegas for two years in 1996-1998.
 
Susan L Wishner
140 Gochine Drive
Nevada City, CA 95959
 
(650) 784-5071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? I can't
believe this is even under serious consideration.  It is short-sighted greed. 
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Bilheimer
40 Hawk Road
Levittown, PA 19056-1322





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? I can't
believe this is even under serious consideration.  It is short-sighted greed. 
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Bilheimer
40 Hawk Road
Levittown, PA 19056-1322





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Mike
209 Tee St Apt 10
Blacksburg, VA 24060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Wines
3021 Delta Pines Dr
Eugene, OR 97408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susi Higgins
611 N. Brand
Glendale, CA 91203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Carson
PO Box 774841
307B Locust Ct.
Steamboat Springs, CO 80477-4841



 
9708702896



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne McGrath
3001 Westbrook CIR
Lincoln, NE 68522



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jennifer Scott
15930 Bayside Pointe West #703
Fort Myers, FL 33908-6944
 



2398239940



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Snavely
445 S Cedar St
Lititz, PA 17543



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
eileen cowen
715 w. 21st st
vancouver, WA 98660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eugene Cahill
224 Pine Street
Hackettstown, NJ 07840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
TANIA CARDOSO
CRESCENT STREET
BROCKTON, MA 02302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Carson
PO Box 774841
307B Locust Ct.
Steamboat Springs, CO 80477-4841



 
9708702896



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Carson
PO Box 774841
307B Locust Ct.
Steamboat Springs, CO 80477-4841



 
9708702896



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Schoppert
3320 N 30th St
Tacoma, WA 98407
 



253-759-5467



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samuel Sautaux
rte de la poste
Lentigny, ot 1745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen La Serra
52 High St.
Stoneham, MA 02180
 



7814386726



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maryellen Baker
530 Molino St.
#109
Los Angeles, CA 90013





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Welsh
2183 Juneau Ct. S
Salem, OR 97302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara King
6647 Montevista Dr SE
Auburn, WA 98092



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gary dopp
3923 rocky hill terrace
amelia, OH 45102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L L
5699 Kanan R.
Agoura Hills, CA 91301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Brandon
4611 Iris ln
Traverse City, MI 49685



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
arinn westendorf
3246 ashford st
san diego, CA 921111
 



858357731



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Flynn
po box 20542
New York, NY 10021
 



(917) 647-7074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nancy allis
7940 s monaco ct
centennial, CO 80112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mr paul schiappa
8 ketcham pl.
melville, NY 11747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mr paul schiappa
8 ketcham pl.
melville, NY 11747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kerry Brown
25294 Gothic Sq.
Chantilly, VA 20152-4104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Max Sampson
107 Toma Drive
Italy Cross, NS B$V 0R8
 



204-339-5653



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheri Bresson
14A Walnut Hill Road
Bethel, CT 06801
 



917.916.1798



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Brickell
210 W. Union Ave., #13
Fullerton, CA 92832



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia grant
448 Whiting
Hanover, MA 02339



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alaina Reed
4431 NE 3rd Terrace
Pompano Beach, FL 33064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jarvis Hall
Felicity Place
North Port, FL 34289



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
TANIA CARDOSO
CRESCENT STREET
BROCKTON, MA 02302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Barrett
3235 Vichy Ave.
Napa, CA 94558



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Smith
970 W. Army Trail Blvd.
Addison, IL 60101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
k olson
21325 Heron Dr
Bodega Bay, CA 94923



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Desiree SILVERSTONE
22b Glenthorne Road
Friern Barnet, ot N11 3HT



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy VanPelt
1000 E 16th
Hutchinson, KS 67501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
July Rogan
65 Etruria St. Unit C
Seattle, WA 98109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Chambliss
2005 Dayton St. #1
Madison, WI 53704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Weiner
195 Seal Rock Drive Apt. 5
San Francisco, CA 94121-1453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin Axelrod
522 East D St
Petaluma, CA 94952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Bentley
9502 Ridgely Ave
Baltimore, MD 21234-3319



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert McCombs
PO Box 4175
Arcata, CA 95518



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shirley Morton
704 E. 23rd. St. S.
Newton, IA 50208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dean Frick
3061 Market Street
San Francisco, CA 94114-1824



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hollis Higgins
427 W. Cleveland
Spokane, WA 99205-3210
 



(509) 324-8890



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Shuput
690 N Caring Cove
Salt Lake City, UT 84103-5200



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth H Kaczmarek
95 Stone Ln
Springville, TN 38256
 



(731) 642-6973



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dan lusk
17885 136th ave
nunica, MI 49448



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
I don't feel that more resources should be pumped into one of the least hospitable climates
in all of North America.  It's wasteful, and the lack of depletion of water sources in the
basin will kill off thousands of animals that rely on that drinking water.
 
Sincerely,
 



Tim Dalke
39 Kingsgate Row
Garson, MB R0E 0R0



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Langer
5042 N. Cecelia St.
Portland, OR 97203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jay Peery
3400 East Speedway Blvd
Tucson, AZ 85716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chris boernke
3945 nelson rd.
deming, WA 98244



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mr paul schiappa
8 ketcham pl.
melville, NY 11747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Richardson
3192 County Hwy 21
Walton, NY 13856



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Langer
5042 N. Cecelia St.
Portland, OR 97203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy Boulton
120 Walnut Street
Arden, NC 2



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Miller
2631 Elmira St.
Newbury Park, CA 91320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
patrick samay
43 passaic ave
passaic, NJ 07055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Cowan
3332 Saddleridge Dr
St. Charles, MO 63301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Glenn
8741 Garfield
Whitmore lake, MI 48189



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rob Talkington III
1432 Lawndale Rd
Elkhart, IN 46514
 



5743706409



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ji-Young Kim
19230 25th Ave SE
Bothell, WA 98012
 



4258304307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shelley Trumbo
233 Vallejo St
Petaluma, CA 94952
 



707-765-9022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melinda Padgett
1004 North Llano Street
Fredericksburg, TX 78624-3505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shelley Trumbo
233 Vallejo St
Petaluma, CA 94952
 



707-765-9022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Coles
31 W. Main St
High Bridge, NJ 08829



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel Bernstein
81 Alfred Road East
Merrick, NY 11566
 



(516) 546-2079



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey DuMond
578 NE 20th St #15
# 15
Wilton Manors, FL 33305-2141





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Holly Kukkonen
1607 Burns Ave.
Iowa City, IA 52240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christi DeMark
1 Marineview Plz
Hoboken, NJ 07030
 



(201) 792-7389



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Feran
6454 S. Hudson St.
Centennial, CO 80121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Britton
8634 10th Avenue SW
Seattle, WA 98106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
AS a Concern Citizen, I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin
and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada
Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Environmental Vo Teresa Nemeth
Harrison St. Apt. 6
Santa Clara, CA 95050-4250



 
408-296-5821 Mes



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Brickell
210 W. Union Ave., #13
Fullerton, CA 92832



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph McCormick
4119 Waterside Island Ct.
Tampa, FL 33617-7369



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheri Bresson
14A Walnut Hill Road
Bethel, CT 06801
 



917.916.1798



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Johnson
2868 Ceekay Ct.
Castro Valley, CA 94546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump this water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, the water transfer should
be off the table.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beatrice Michot
137 Duson St



Lafayette, LA 70506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keith Meeker
1922 Columbine Ave.
Bethlehem, PA 18018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Douglas
133 Brandtson Ave.
Elyria, OH 44035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Registered Nurse Angie Unruh
Registered Nurse
2452 S. Eagle Way
Aurora, CO 80014-2430





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Horner
230 NW 55th St.
Seattle, WA 98107
 



206-782-7400



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa Rex
7961 s 2480 w
west jordan, UT 84088



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Angyl Wisemessenger
PO Box 152427
Arlington, TX 76015
 



9999999999



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
EDWARD        G. MRKVICKA
2219   N.    RANCHO   DR.   #1001
LAS VEGAS, NV 89130-3317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Brokaw
24 Mosteller Rd
Travelers Rest, SC 29690



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela  Vitale
7651 East Boise Street
mesa, AZ 85207
 



480-648-6480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherry Bupp
500 College St NE
Lacey, WA 98516-5339
 



425.891.9635



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
EDWARD        G. MRKVICKA
2219   N.    RANCHO   DR.   #1001
LAS VEGAS, NV 89130-3317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
EDWARD        G. MRKVICKA
2219   N.    RANCHO   DR.   #1001
LAS VEGAS, NV 89130-3317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juliet Bradley
11357 Tirano rd
Truckee, CA 96161
 



(530) 559-6997



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
EDWARD        G. MRKVICKA
2219   N.    RANCHO   DR.   #1001
LAS VEGAS, NV 89130-3317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Paul Kazmercyk
Graphic Designer
32 Forest Street Ext
Branford, CT 06405



 
203-483-1141



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Erin Marshall
5736 NE 29th Ave
Portland, OR 97211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Kostis
7 Fox Hill Drive West
Warren, NJ 07059



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Parrone
PO Box 103
Murphysboro, IL 62966
 



618-457-6721



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Erin Marshall
5736 NE 29th Ave
Portland, OR 97211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
EDWARD        G. MRKVICKA
2219   N.    RANCHO   DR.   #1001
LAS VEGAS, NV 89130-3317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Bryant,
 
 



Jessica Bryant
134 Hancock St
Cambridge, MA 02139
 
(774) 217-1395



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra  Hellekson
1024 7th Street North
Fargo, ND 58102
 



701-298-0416



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave Barrett
129 Strand Avenue
Missoula, MT 59801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Englar
23211 Eastbrook Avenue
Los Altos, CA 94024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Jones
1287 West 500 South
Salt Lake City, UT 84104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tara Ashmore
32 Elkhorn Rd.
Seeley Lake, MT 59868-1126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Fletcher
11526 Goddard
Overland Park, KS 66210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amelia Davis
335 El Toyonal
Orinda, CA 94563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jay Carlisle
4202 N Whitehead St
Boise, ID 83703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fred Granlund
705 N Avenue 50 #4
Los Angeles, CA 90042-3286



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Royan Royan
25 rue des fleurs
besancon, ot 25000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kerry McNeil
2806 W 21st Ct
Panama City, FL 32405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bette Anderson
2949 Desierto Verde
Bullhead City, AZ 86429



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert McCombs
PO Box 4175
Arcata, CA 95518



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Krista Jakobson
Kase 3
Kase3, ot 76901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
AS a Concern Citizen, I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin
and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada
Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Environmental Vo Teresa Nemeth
Harrison St. Apt. 6
Santa Clara, CA 95050-4250



 
408-296-5821 Mes



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Krista Jakobson
Kase 3
Kase3, ot 76901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Fletcher
11526 Goddard
Overland Park, KS 66210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Murray
603-166 University
Windsor, ON N9A5N9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
EDWARD CUBERO
710 JEFFERSON AVE. SUITE 208
MIAMI BEACH, FL 33139-8539
 



05-532-8270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kris Unger
2200 2nd St N Apt 6
Arlington, VA 22201
 



7035272457



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Sylvester
4428 Los Arboles Dr
Las Cruces, NM 88011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Monk
116 S Gay Street
Knoxville, TN 37902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Candice E Paulus
8222 Athena Lane
Severn, MD 21144-2531
 



(410) 519-7625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanette Holmgren
Strömsegatan 23A
Boden, ot 96167



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Lewis
250 Furnace Brook Pkwy
Quincy, MA 02169



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
EDWARD        G. MRKVICKA
2219   N.    RANCHO   DR.   #1001
LAS VEGAS, NV 89130-3317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Krista Jakobson
Kase 3
Kase3, ot 76901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Venus
1099 Sierra Vista Way
Chico, CA 95926
 



530-588-5887



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Monk
116 S Gay Street
Knoxville, TN 37902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elizabeth daves
121 argus place
sterling, VA 20164



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Krista Jakobson
Kase 3
Kase3, ot 76901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Fletcher
11526 Goddard
Overland Park, KS 66210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Cowles
21 Village Lane
Colts Neck, NJ 07722
 



(732) 409-7425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ricki Newman
617 Prince Dr.
Newburgh, IN 47630
 



812-853-8996



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Fletcher
11526 Goddard
Overland Park, KS 66210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Sylvester
4428 Los Arboles Dr
Las Cruces, NM 88011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Hancock
396 Brook Drive
Boulder Creek, CA 95006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Davis
W8365 County Rd C
New Lisbon, WI 53950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colleen Roots
5910 Great Star Dr
Clarksville, MD 21029-1343



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MARK BENNER
554 REDWOOD ST
WILSON, OK 73463



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am  familiar with the Great Basin environment, because I worked in it for several years.
One of my jobs was with the Ely District BLM, and I remember that we had to make an
urgent effort to claim the springs on the BLM land for the BLM (!) to protect the water from
an earlier grab by Las Vegas. I thought it was taken care of back in 1991, but apparently
not.
Many people suffer from the misconception that the Great Basin is empty or has nothing
growing there. This is particularly annoying to those of us who work to upport such
ecosystems. But it could become true: If the water is removed, then truly nothing will grow,
and you would wind up with a barren sand box with no wildlife, no ranches, and eventually
no residents. Just take a look at the Owens Valley in California.
 
I am disgusted that the Southern Nevada Water Authority is requesting  to export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Las Vegas might
prefer to pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth  because it
might initially be cheaper than using exisiting methods of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options. But the cost
of destroying the environment in central and eastern Nevada is infinite - because those
places could never be restored.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if the proposed transfer
would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted. The water authority's
request  for groundwater extraction would cause terrible and irreversible impacts, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.  Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of
prime Great Basin shrubland habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland
grasses and annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard.
Eight thousand acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125
miles of perennial streams. The toll on wildlifew ould also be staggering. Some species of
desert fish and springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would
occur, including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher,
Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
By any definition, this is not environmentally sound. These applications threaten the
natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada. Please deny the authority's water-
right applications based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would
cause. In light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water
demands, they should be off the table.
 



Sincerely,
 
Ms. Margaret Adam
PO Box 5197
Bozeman, MT 59717



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?  Let's not
repeat the destruction of the Owens Valley in California.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter B Pitsker
170 Summit Ridge
Gardnerville, NV 89460





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?  Let's not
repeat the destruction of the Owens Valley in California.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter B Pitsker
170 Summit Ridge
Gardnerville, NV 89460





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?  Let's not
repeat the destruction of the Owens Valley in California.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter B Pitsker
170 Summit Ridge
Gardnerville, NV 89460





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?  Let's not
repeat the destruction of the Owens Valley in California.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter B Pitsker
170 Summit Ridge
Gardnerville, NV 89460





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Gunther
2318 W. Sunnyside #3
Chicago, IL 60625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Ziemak
Felicity Place
North Port, FL 34289



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?  Let's not
repeat the destruction of the Owens Valley in California.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter B Pitsker
170 Summit Ridge
Gardnerville, NV 89460





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lawrence Losio
342 Chestnut Hill Rd
Norwalk, CT 06851



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bettina Johl
Im Schelmengrund 12
Eppingen, ot 75031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caryl Boehnert
111311 Village Rd.
Chaska, MN 55318



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Brian Fourman
300 Elm
Chicago, IL 60607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joshua Sloan
Landscape Architect
10811 Amherst Ave Apt A
Silver Spring, MD 20902





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Tynan
297 Canyon Drive
Columbus, OH 43214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Gross
374 Old Montague Road
Amherst, MA 01002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anissa Cawley
6605 Bickford Lane, Apt. 203
Portsmouth, VA 23703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Geslien
P O Box 5903
Vacaville, CA 95696



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Saun Rego-Ross
9208 North Condor Place
Tucson, AZ 85742



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Brian Fourman
300 Elm
Chicago, IL 60607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Halperin
Lafayette Ave.
Austin, TX 78722



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Director Steven Prchal
733 S. Kenyon Drive
Tucson, AZ 85710-4606
 



520-747-1081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Saun Rego-Ross
9208 North Condor Place
Tucson, AZ 85742



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy T Adshead
334 Oso Ridge Route
Grants, NM 87020
 



(505) 783-4618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cassie Robles
129 NE 75th Avenue
Hillsboro, OR 97124-6604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David M Klingel
11815 Oakridge
Pinckney, MI 48169
 



(734) 878-2174



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paula manson
av paulista
new york, NY 11345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara M Wallesz
4915 Samish Way #79
Bellingham, WA 98229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
emarc chato
silvertree
Muncie, IN 47304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Brickell
210 W. Union Ave., #13
Fullerton, CA 92832



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
pamela brandt
631 sterling
brooklyn, NY 11238



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Marlena Lange
23 Royce Ave.
Middletown, NY 10940
 



(845) 342-4841



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patty Bonney
8625 SW Oleson Road
Portland, OR 97223
 



555-5555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patty Bonney
8625 SW Oleson Road
Portland, OR 97223
 



555-5555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy T Adshead
334 Oso Ridge Route
Grants, NM 87020
 



(505) 783-4618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erica Tyron
340 N College Ave
Apt. A
Claremont, CA 91711





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Mills
40 Astoria Circle
Petaluma, CA 94954
 



707-765-6246



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
meri chokrevski
14830 11th avenue
whitestone, NY 11357



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
Cristina Río López
 
Cristina Río López



A Cabana
Ferrol, Galicia, ot 15590



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leah Bernardon
3806 Cassell Blvd
Prince Frederick, MD 20678



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Alice Jackosn
5694 S. Laredo Street
Centennial, CO 80015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Rayburn-Trobaugh
PO Box 474
Marble, NC 28905
 



828-835-8237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
meri chokrevski
14830 11th avenue
whitestone, NY 11357



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Ebersol
5516 Ghormley Road
Jacksonville, FL 32277-1728



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am  familiar with the Great Basin environment, because I worked in it for several years.
One of my jobs was with the Ely District BLM, and I remember that we had to make an
urgent effort to claim the springs on the BLM land for the BLM (!) to protect the water from
an earlier grab by Las Vegas. I thought it was taken care of back in 1991, but apparently
not.
Many people suffer from the misconception that the Great Basin is empty or has nothing
growing there. This is particularly annoying to those of us who work to upport such
ecosystems. But it could become true: If the water is removed, then truly nothing will grow,
and you would wind up with a barren sand box with no wildlife, no ranches, and eventually
no residents. Just take a look at the Owens Valley in California.
 
I am disgusted that the Southern Nevada Water Authority is requesting  to export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Las Vegas might
prefer to pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth  because it
might initially be cheaper than using exisiting methods of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options. But the cost
of destroying the environment in central and eastern Nevada is infinite - because those
places could never be restored.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if the proposed transfer
would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted. The water authority's
request  for groundwater extraction would cause terrible and irreversible impacts, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.  Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of
prime Great Basin shrubland habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland
grasses and annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard.
Eight thousand acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125
miles of perennial streams. The toll on wildlifew ould also be staggering. Some species of
desert fish and springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would
occur, including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher,
Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
By any definition, this is not environmentally sound. These applications threaten the
natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada. Please deny the authority's water-
right applications based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would
cause. In light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water
demands, they should be off the table.
 



Sincerely,
 
Ms. Margaret Adam
PO Box 5197
Bozeman, MT 59717



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
meri chokrevski
14830 11th avenue
whitestone, NY 11357



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Marlena Lange
23 Royce Ave.
Middletown, NY 10940
 



(845) 342-4841



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Morris
8340 24th Ave NW
Seattle, WA 9817



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leah Bernardon
3806 Cassell Blvd
Prince Frederick, MD 20678



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Fisher
171 Oakdale Road
Westmoreland, TN 37186



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Fisher
171 Oakdale Road
Westmoreland, TN 37186



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Fisher
171 Oakdale Road
Westmoreland, TN 37186



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William DiMartino
153 Old Beekman Rd
Monmouth Junction, NJ 08852



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bette Anderson
2949 Desierto Verde
Bullhead City, AZ 86429



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bruno carnovale
5094 golden drive
san jose, CA 95129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jonathan Hall
Felicity Place
North Port, FL 34289
 



941-257-8819



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bruno carnovale
5094 golden drive
san jose, CA 95129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
 
, 



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
 
, 



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Dunphy
2000 Sonora Street
Fort Collins, CO 80525-2432



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Eike
450 Needle Blvd
Merritt Island, FL 32953



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dana Robey
978 e  3100 N
Noth Ogden , UT 84414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bruno carnovale
5094 golden drive
san jose, CA 95129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marlene Miller
P O Box 4017
Butte, MT 59701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Miller
Palace Ave
Santa Fe, NM 87501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Darby
18730 AL HWY 174
Pell City, AL 35125
 



2053380628



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Dunphy
2000 Sonora Street
Fort Collins, CO 80525-2432



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
matt switzer
601 Van Ness Ave. Apt 406
san Francisco, CA 94102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
matt switzer
601 Van Ness Ave. Apt 406
san Francisco, CA 94102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
candace l
103 twisted oak pl
Durham, NC 27705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dannie Dinh
5251 Gasmer Dr #1116
Houston, TX 77035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis  Feichtinger
2711 Riverside
Trenton , MI 48183-2830



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
candace l
103 twisted oak pl
Durham, NC 27705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randall Nord
164 Whites Landing Road
Linden, VA 22642
 



540-635-5990



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MARY BAYSINGER
423 EAST 82ND STREET
NEW YORK, NY 10028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis  Feichtinger
2711 Riverside
Trenton , MI 48183-2830



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
piero Macgowan
403 West 23rd Street
Baltimore, MD 21211
 



4438394444



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle  Nilson
PO Box 385
Victor, MT 59875



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aln Cunningham
8 Country Club Dr.
Carmel Valley, CA 93924
 



831-659-4466



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa Iovino
4669 Dunn Ave
Memphis, TN 38117
 



901-682-4030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Royer
7354 Poncho Circle
Larkspur, CO 80118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr & Mrs Casazza
2249 Berwyn Street
Union, NJ 07083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia L Wicker
9121 E. Tanque Verde Rd.
Tucson, AZ 85749
 



(520) 749-1419



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Carr
7016 Hawaii Ln
Arlington, TX 76016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jaanet turner
2049 :Herron Ave
Walnut Creek, , CA 94596



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darrell Leavitt
487 Cumberland Head Road
Plattsburgh, NY 12901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Geraldine Maslanka
201 W. 89TH STREET, APT. #15G
NEW YORK, NY 10024-1819



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ernest Ely
801 Baker St.  #8
San Francisco, CA 94115
 



415-931-0521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dusti Hutchings
3255 E Avenue R #272
Palmdale, CA 93550



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Government Victoria Ashat
Government
1262 West Crystal Circle
Canton, ON M5T 1P1





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Kavanaugh
2797 Clay St
San Francisco, CA 94115
 



415-441-1013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
doug lafollette
box 7848
madison, WI 53707
 



(608) 266-8888



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Henderson
1500 calming water drive 102
orange park, FL 32003
 



9045711488



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Clegg
13535 W. Sacred Earth Pl.
Tucson, AZ 33825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Winsten
150 Old West Rd
Gansevoort, NY 12831
 



518  792-1635



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheila Fox
322 Deerfield Glen Dr
St Augustine, FL 32086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Francine Traniello
3808 Pheasant Lane
Middleboro, MA 02346



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Llewellyn
4529 N. Mozart
Chicago, IL 60625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gladys Hutcheson
126 Davenport Road
Catford
London, ot SE6 2AS





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carolyn watkinson
1760 liberty st.
atwater, CA 95301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Graham
3432 Kathryn SE
Albuquerque, NM 87106-2401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Belgiorno
435 S Henderson Street
Mount Zion, IL 62549



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dianne Wells
3804 Coleridge St.
Houston, TX 77005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Anderson
125 River St
No Weymouth, MA 02191



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betty Gordon
4604 Birchwood Ave.
Skokie, IL 60076
 



(847) 674-3930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Wilkes
7365 Gabriel Street
Sherrills Ford, NC 28673
 



678-350-5878



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Figge
6645 E. Michigan Ave.
Fresno, CA 93727
 



559-291-7304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rev. Christie Bliss Ley
1111 Old Depot Road
Shaftsbury, VT 05262



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ANNE E FIELD-GOMES
65-1243 LAE LAE PLACE
KAMUELA, HI 96743-8334



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chad Lyden
645 Windmill way
Vidor, TX 77662



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerri Michalska
1825 New Hampshire Ave. NW
WASHINGTON, DC 20009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Sweeney
PO Box 31734
Bellingham, WA 98228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ANDREW PANELLI
12051 Mackinac
Homer Glen, IL 60491



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Skelton
40900 Bemis Rd
Belleville, MI 48111
 



7346978915



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jackie Tucker
3510 Western Avenue
Highland Park, IL 60035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cecilia Mendez
Leibnitz 140
Mexico City, ot 11590



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ANDREW PANELLI
12051 Mackinac
Homer Glen, IL 60491



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
roy fuller
po box 392
caroga lake, NY 12032
 



(518) 835-4212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matt Wilson
3760 Herman Ave
San Diego, CA 92104-3749
 



(619) 244-0621



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacque Gaston
2250 W. Perez Ct.
Visalia, CA 93291-2679



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kieren van den blink
613 South Risdgeley Drive #102
Los Angeles, CA 90036
 



(323) 939-9733



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Foppe
6303 Lake Shore Dr
Cary, IL 60013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ralph Bremigan
916 Warwick Road
Muncie, IN 47304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betty Kegley
615 Fairlane Dr.
Lewisburg, TN 37091



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phyllis Park
410 Clearview Rd.
Chillicothe, OH 45601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shannon Cowett
4089 Braxton road
Chantilly, VA 20151
 



7039942842



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hannah Dickinson
1991 Kirby Parkway
Memphis, TN 38119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Blount-Powell
2920 SE 39th Pl.
Gainesville, FL 32641
 



352-378-1107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcia Mitcheltree
415 Cogan House RD
Trout Run, PA 17771



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katharine Grantham
66 Taormina  Lane
Ojai, CA 93023
 



805 640 9635



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Callie Humphrey
Vestal
Los Angeles, CA 90026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gurney bolster
205 Barth Ave
Pittsburgh, PA 15228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I write you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that
live there. I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if you finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that could occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would simply become extinct. Widespread harm to other species could occur,
including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia
spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to
the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, these should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert B. Kaplan
P. O, Box 577
Port Angeles, WA 98362



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Gollin
2108A Elmen Street
Houston, TX 77019
 



7136651006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristen Steele
1342 Burnett Street
Berkeley, CA 94702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claudia Murphy
123 Lockner Rd
Telford, TN 37690



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Seidensticker
107 Misty Valley Rd
Comfort, TX 78013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mercedes Dzindzeleta
609 7th St
Racine, WI 53403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
E. George Strasser
14 Hunterdon Avenue
Monroe Township, NJ 08831-8511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Twila Friberg
715 SE Davis St
McMinnville, OR 97128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
F. Kay Lightner
15 Morning View Ln.
Edgewood, NM 87015-9450



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Bob Lichtenbert
5307 W. Nelson
Chicago, IL 60641
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
B Ulrich
31 Raven Rock Road
Stockton, NJ 08559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elbertine Miner Miner
3101 E. Cedar Hills Ln
Moab, UT 84532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
K. Anne Conrad-Antoville
PO Box 4377
Arcata, CA 95518



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.  Thank you for your attention to this matter!
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Mary Leon
115 Lewis Street Apt.#1
San Antonio, TX 78212-5502
 



210-224-7356



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvia Laver
Brisiweg 34
Winterthur, ot 8400



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harriett Clementson
31 Camino de las Huertas
Placitas, NM 8704443



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
polly haynes
po box 788
Scottsville, VA 24590



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rita Burnham
2708 Foothill Blvd #407
La Crescenta, CA 91214
 



8182487443



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara J Spiegelberg
240 Steinman Farm Rd
Pequea, PA 17565
 



717 284 2485



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pet Wright
edward
brisbane, ot 4000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ed Kraynak
1563 s Roslyn st
Denver, CO 80231-2614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Cramer
1010 Olde Towne Lane
Woodstock, GA 30189
 



770-924-7581



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leanne Gravette
425 Mtn Park Blvd SW
Issaquah, WA 98027
 



425-391-0404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M-Gabrielle Claudot
Le Bas Ajonc
La Roche Sur Yon, ot 85000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Sopher
219 Sterling Bridge Road
Columbia, SC 29212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Cooke
160 73rd St
Brooklyn, NY 11209-2202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Haig
71 Bayo Vista Way
San Rafael, CA 94901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sonya Gendron
10 north county street
East providence, RI 02914
 



4014408000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phil Rider
443 W. Hillcrest Dr.
DeKalb, IL 60115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zandra Saez
1805 E. 34th Ave
Spokane, WA 99203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Swick
28141 Helen Ave
Summerland Key, FL 33042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Warren
25790 County Road 162, BOX 182
Nathrop, CO 81236



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mavis Petrie
Eastland Lodge Kingcausie
Aberdeen, ot AB12 5FS



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Robert Nichols
421 West 56th St
NY, NY 10019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
eric vance
8022 n 32nd ave
phoenix, AZ 85051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ERIK NORDER
1001 Douglas N.W.
GRAND RAPIDS, MI 49504-5407
 



616-4566673



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
r bettinger
2000 s bayshore dr
miami, FL 33133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sally Jacobs
2960 Culebra Peak Dr.
Loveland, CO 80538



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Williams
1012 Autumn woods Lane
#105
VABeach, VA 23454



 
7574963662



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
April Armstrong
10849 Weiner Creek Dr.
Baton Rouge, LA 70816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Burkhart
Sunnyside Road
Salem, OR 97306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marvin brickner
2 b truro drive
monroe twp, NJ 08831
 



609-860-0479



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Osmer
228Village Drive
Florida, NY 10921
 



paosmer@gmail.com



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sofie M
2053 SE 8th PL
Renton, WA 98055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela King
1510 Eldorado Loop
Bosque Farms, NM 87068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marilela bloom
5105 Copperhead Rd
Little Rock, AR 72223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there. 
What do the people living in the desert not understand about a desert?  If they want lots of
water for their pools, green lawns and golf courses, move to a part of the country that is
not a desert.
 
The cities in the desert need to learn to limit growth and halt the need for greater and
greater amount of water they do not have.  Please do not sacrifice the wildlife and plant life
for the sake of the insatiable human trying to live in the desert.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Retired zoologis Connie Sweet
Retired zoologist
1130 N. Lake Parker Ave. A302
Lakeland, FL 33805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please DENY Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. The toll on
wildlife would also be staggering, and the extinction of some desert fish and springsnails is
likely.
 
All of this is a needless waste of life. In its own water-resources reports, the Southern
Nevada Water Authority admits it can increase supply through enhanced conservation by
an amount greater than the pipeline would provide.
 
 
 
Ms. Diana Artemis
2930 Marshall St.
Falls Church, VA 22042
 
(703) 228-3205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Mullane
33 Lloyd Street
Winchester, MA 01890



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex maccollom
2908 Marco Way
Carmichael, CA 95608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "inter-basin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an inter-basin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and spring-
snails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the
imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely, Fallon Hume.
 
Fallon Hume
n/a
n/a, ot 9012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Concerned Citize Jennifer Butler
1223 Hellene Drive
Wilmington, NC 28411
 



9107966769



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann  Spake
372 Richardson Way
Mill Valley, CA 94941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leif Klokkevold
857 VISTA MONTARA CIR
Pacifica, CA 94044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Starr
200 S Thomas Ln
Payson, AZ 85541



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca McCoy
7321 NW Locust Dr
Kansas City, MO 64152
 



314-346-1061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rick Redfield
2032 Lake Ave
Wilmette, IL 60091-1467



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Wells
16034 Stoneham Cir
Pflugerville, TX 78660
 



5127859492



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie Dunn
857 Shady Lake Dr.
Bedford, TX 76021-4362



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Copley
P.O. Box 21171
St. Petersburg, FL 33742



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robert mason
1075 cabin ridge road
thaxton, VA 24174



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dolores B. B Lynn
1517 W. Waveland Ave
 Chicago, IL 60613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vicky brandt
28 W. 10th St
New York, NY 10011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
brian waitkus
80 eagle nest lane
laramie, WY 82070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Probst
P.O. Box 3863
Sequim, WA 98382
 



360-797-2122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Laurie Puca
16 Thornwood Drive
New City, NY 10956-3412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Dr. James Livingston
3135 E. CR 456
Skandia, MI 49885
 



906-942-7178



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rochelle Phillips
24611 Via San Anselmo
Mission Viejo, CA 92692



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Latta
3802 South Kent Street
Visalia, CA 93277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Risso
446 S.Hill Dr.
Middleburg, PA 17842



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please DENY the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa Seamster
104 Vaquero Rd.
Santa Fe, NM 87508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenyon Donohew
4909 Tilos Way
4909 Tilos Way
Oceanside, CA 92056



 
760-305-7114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evelyn Och
871 bridgewater drive
pittsburgh, PA 15216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Serpico
4215 E Bay Dr 1507A
Clearwater, FL 33764



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Brown
3293 N. Good Hope Cir. Apt. A
Clifton, CO 81520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elizabeth sosa
905 rio grande street
las cruces, NM 88001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Milcowitz
914 e hamilton ave
tampa, FL 33604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Michael Paul
106 Taylor Terrace
Hopewell, NJ 08525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
STARR LOCKWOOD
7313 BAR-K RANCH ROAD
LAGO VISTA, TX 78645
 



512-665-5264



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Lombardi
-
New York, NY 10011-8125
 



212-000-0000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kay Quackenbush
2076 Ridgecrest Dr
dunedin, FL 34698



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M. Berti
David st
Montreal, QC H4H 2M1



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Brenda Haig
45   1/2   65th  Place
Long Beach, CA 90803-5678
 



562 438 2182



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Antoinette Wilcox
1010 Colusa Ave
Sunnyvale, CA 94085



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Roberta Price
3812 La Hacienda Drive N E
Albuquerque, NM 87110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Susan Hill
645 S. Grove Street
Ripon, WI 54971
 



(920) 745-2726



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Seiky Gil
11032 Crestbrook St
Norwalk, CA 90650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shelby Averhart
Guthrie rd
garland , TX 75043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken W
34-15   72  St.
Qns, NY 11372



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Rosenblum
1425 N. Hayworth Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bryan tarbox
13635 country pine ct
tomball, TX 77375
 



2812908113



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Smith
373 Constitution Blvd
Wirtz, VA 24184



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susan hutchings
Ashcroft
Bp Auckland, ot DL13 2NP



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susan hutchings
Ashcroft
Bp Auckland, ot DL13 2NP



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gina Paolini
Viale Marina, 109
Montignoso, ot 54038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
david godwin
401 Alice Hoipe Rd.
MARSHALL, TX 75672-4751



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raymond Evans
33915 53rd Ave S
Auburn, WA 98001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Clough
972 Chestnut Ridge Road
Manchester, MO 63021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sunni Wigand
Brinker Dr
Doylestown, PA 18901-7709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christi Sizemore Behrend
2604 Ridgemore Rd
Atlanta, GA 30318
 



404-603-9960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
s gillatt
Pobox 85909
Tucson, AZ 85754
 



(520) 945-7001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Alizium Zebin
3200 Capital Mall Dr. SW
Olympia, WA 98502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jimmy Malecki
1112 Park Circle
Bothell, WA 98021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jon Wood
9420 Lamar Ave
Overland Park, KS 66207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Myra Dremeaux
197 Forest Dr
Mount Kisco, NY 10549
 



(914) 241-3427



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. sandy liu
439 Deodar Ln
Bradbury, CA 91008-1016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Travis
91-999 La'aulu St.
Ewa Beach, HI 96706-3863



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
charles leavell
2788 E Verde Ave
Anaheim, CA 92806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fred Kozak
19 Waters Edge
Marstons Mills, MA 02648



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rodney Hanson
3722 County Road B
McFarland, WI 53558



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary-Ellen Justice
11601 Hackney Court
Charlotte, NC 28215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Corr
648 Tulip drive
warrington, PA 18976



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Johnny Hansen
11425 79 Avenue NW
Edmonton, AB T6G 0P5
 



587 783 8933



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Celeste Black
4900 N. Grand Ave. #207
Covina, CA 91724



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Thibeault
1908 Oak Court
Pocahontas, AR 72455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helga Guequierre
1313 N. Franklin Place  #1101
Milwaukee, WI 53202
 



414 225 0460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Jamerson
 1632 Fairmont Drive
San Leandro, CA 94578
 



5106777449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
I do not understand the thinking and actions which take from one which is thriving and
needs the enviornment as it is , to send to area which will not thrive ,and the waste is
hurtful to all inbetween.  I love Vegas and cannot wait to visit again, but I do not love it
more than nature and the land and wildlife that need what water they have . Please think
again on this issue . How sad to waste so much for a iffy and short lived 'cure'
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 



Sincerely,
 
Karryn Hart
9140 State Rt  29
DeGraff, OH 43318



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Fitzpatrick
550 NorthOrlando Avenue
Apt. # 207
Los Angeles, CA 90048





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Gibbons
10957 Northseal Square
Cupertino, CA 95014-0529



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Naomi Hochstadt
1985 corner school drive
Orlando, FL 32820
 



9545605300



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
eve  archer
p.o. 352
provincetown, MA 02657
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anne meijers
heliosveanget
odense, FL 5250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Cresseveur
2834 Charlestown Rd. #6
New Albany, IN 47150
 



8129459591



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Robert G von Giebel
26 windtryst way
Belvidere, NJ 07823
 



9087505014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Beth Cole
4698 Audubon Rd
Detroit, MI 48224-2797



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Robert Howland
176 Mountain Bluff Trl
Hendersonville, NC 28792



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
Parts of Nevada have tried to turn dessert land into resorts, shopping malls and housing
developments which cannot be sustained in the dessert.  The water pipeline will destroy
wildlife outside of Nevada as well as another attemp to turn the dessert state into
something it cannot become, while costing an enourmous amount of money and
destruction.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Patricia Wilkinson
1107 MYRTLE ST
charlottesville, VA 22902-5938



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aimee Depue
2595 Larkspur Lane
Vail,, CO 81657



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Howell
2 Orff Rd.
Jefferson, ME 04348



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sanna Lowrance
108 S 20th Ave
Hattiesburg, MS 39401-6043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Komisarof
9033 Rouen Lane
Potomac, MD 20854



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Swedlow
3623 Old Forest Road
Lynchburg, VA 24501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lowell Bushey
1630 NME Valley Road  Q101
Pullman, WA 99163



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruslan Grigoriev
Raleigh Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely, Thomas Huntsberger
 
Thomas Huntsberger
501 W Santa Fe Ave #1
Flagstaff, AZ 86001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Field
105 Vista del Campo
Los Gatos,, CA 95030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
patricia nisbet
4974 Longford Pl.
San Diego, CA 92117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
catherine mullin
1316 Clifton St
Santa Barbara, CA 93103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Burdick
teacher
173 Sunnyside Rd.
Shinglehouse, PA 16748





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nina Janik
994 South Canyon Place
Alamogordo, NM 88310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zelda Ryan
1404 Greenworth Pl.
Santa Barbara, CA 93108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Zoppo
630 South Main
Sharon, MA 02067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nina Janik
994 South Canyon Place
Alamogordo, NM 88310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nina Janik
994 South Canyon Place
Alamogordo, NM 88310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Hawley
Box 49
Ketchum, ID 83340
 



208-726-4962



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Chambers
75 Havasu Rd
Orono, ME 04473/3211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicolas Mialaret
37 downey street
san fransisco, CA 94117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian  Alexander
533 Cherry Ave.
Royal Oak, MI 48073-4043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
April Hughes
1160 Larkdale Row
Wauconda, IL 60084



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rainbow Di Benedetto
909 E. Oltorf St. #101
Austin, TX 78704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Seeley
3419 Via Lido
Newport Beach, CA 92663



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Andy Hughes
54 Noons Quarry Road
Milford, NH 03055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
R Brodell
163 South St
Jamaica Plain, MA 02130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
timothy villalobos
8843 leigha ve
spring valley, CA 91977



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
It is ecologicallly irresponsible to allow Las Vegas to expand in a place it should never
have been built in the first place! 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith McAllister
13219 Woods Creek Rd.



Monroe, WA 98272-7677



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Hildreth
154 Westchester Ave
Rochester, NY 14609
 



5852786419



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Apryl Preston
10091 Rookery Road
Pensacola, FL 32507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Pardini
5206 Silver Reef Dr
Fremont, CA 94538



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Keane
PO Box 418
Catskill, NY 12414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Drummond
3300 o'hara lane
brentwood, CA 94513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Drummond
3300 o'hara lane
brentwood, CA 94513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacoba Dolloff
4545 Taft Ave
La Mesa, CA 91941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. John Rutherford
2429 Maple Dr
Knoxville, TN 37918



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeannette Szabo
47 Hammond St
Waltham, MA 02451



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carla Hervert
2948 Dry Creek Rd.
Eugene, OR 97404
 



541-688-5903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Stratton
pob 1062
Forestville, CA 95436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brittanie Parsons
910 Ivy Dr.
Zanesville, OH 43701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Biol. Guadalupe Aguirre
2089 Waterhouse rd
Reno, NV 89521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Field
105 Vista del Campo
Los Gatos,, CA 95030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Ridgeway
842 N Sumner Ave
Scranton, PA 18504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Egolf
244 W. King Street
Pottstown, PA 19464



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ed Mello
441 Redwood Drive
Coupevill, WA 98239



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Avery Snyder
Ballard
Seattle, WA 98107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Scott Ferguson
1939 N. Leavitt
Chicago, IL 60657



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine O'Reilly
12121 NW 148th PL
Alachua, FL 32615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Magana
1290 Hillcrest Drive
Burlington, WA 98233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jodie Cox
40/55 Collisn Street
Melbourne, ot 3000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DONNA DAY
17930 SOUTH US HWY 377
DUBLIN, TX 76446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Lawnicki
20309 Thornlake Ave
Lakewood, CA 90715
 



562-402-1071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric  Kessler
Po box2822
Friday harbor, WA 98250
 



(360) 378-8866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Pekarcik
7350 Martingale Dr
Chesterland, OH 44026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Evinczik
781 Richmond Ave
Buffalo, NY 14222
 



(716) 886-3641



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Carol Taggart
1705 Valparaiso Ave
Menlo Park, CA 94025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Oliver
Parklin Ave
Sacramento, CA 95831



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Bean
39 Calera Canyon Rd
Salinas, CA 93908-9300



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Willette
1035 C Castlebury Drive
Greencastle, IN 46135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonita Brownstein
2779 w. 8th st
yuma, AZ 85364



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michaela Redden
8 Fraesco Lane
Norwood, NJ 07648



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Nelson
227 Burkwood court
Bel Air, MD 21015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Langlois
2015 N. Cosgrove Lake Rd
Florence, WI 54121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stewart Rosenkrantz
2319 SE 9 St.
Pompano Beach, FL 33062
 



954-946-7391



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Mueller
19322 52nd Ave W
Lynnwood, WA 98036-5456
 



4257752934



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eve Luckring
3641 Lavell Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am a frequent visitor to Nevada, both the Great Basin and Las Vegas.  I am writing to you
because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there,
and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
margo Bors
785 Carolina Street
San Francisco, CA 94107



 
(415) 824-0471



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanna m]
PO Box 1335
Hamilton, MT 59840
 



928-713-6626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Aragon
6919 Standish dr
Landover Hills, MD 20784



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeanne deller
4235 164 ave se
issaquah, WA 98027
 



`



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Nuzzo
1581 Burrsville Rd.
Brick, NJ 08724



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ROBERT&MARY SWAIN
514 LAKESIDE DR. S.E.
GRAND RAPIDS, MI 49506
 



(616) 399-6205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Ronlov
3607 Louisiana St.
San Diego, CA 92104
 



1 (619) 542-0267



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Jensen
1286 University Ave. #220
San Diego, CA 92103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DENISE PETTY
649 valley view
allen, TX 75002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nathan Van Velson
1400 Gateway Hills Park Dr. #704
Ames, IA 50014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeannene Krone
551 Olive Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rich Feit
1327 Brummel
Evanston, IL 60202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cady Berkel
7276 S Roberts Rd
Tempe, AZ 85283-4420
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Burlew
6216 373rd Avenue
Wheatland, WI 53105-8571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacqueline Maret
2837 Don Quixote
Santa Fe, NM 87505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Bryan
820 Hitchcock Ave
Lisle, IL 60532
 



630 3228851



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
This will be bad for tourists, including yours truly.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Andres
Tmawrites@Ymail.Com



Sonora, CA 95370



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Lapointe
2781 Mozart
Ottawa, ON K1T2P9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helene P Victor
i5 Quail Ridge Rd.
Glen Cove, NY 11542
 



(516) 676-1935



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
vero piacentini
4 frankie lane
old bethpage, NY 11804-1240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
We need a new conversation about water in the West.  It has to include steady-state
economies.  We live on a finite planet with finite water and we have got to stop growing
and start sustaining what we have.  Why should the natural ecosystems suffer because of
our greed and waste?
 
Sincerely,



 
Ms Theresa l
23 Tulane St.
Pueblo, CO 81005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Binckley
127 Cottage Ave., Apt. C
Richmond, CA 94801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda K DiVittorio
6 Storer Lane
Harwich, MA 02645



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karina Black
1023 Forest Ave
Boulder, CO 80304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Fisher
2 Overlook Dr
Bedord, MA 01730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
angela simone
center street unit #21
mentor, OH 44060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lisa Vaughan
1302 N Rolling Road
Baltimore, MD 21228
 



410-744-3456



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Gasner
270 5th St.
Brooklyn, NY 11215
 



718-788-9037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Paxton
189 East 3rd
#1
New York, NY 10009





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joann Koch
134 Olenick Rd
Lebanon, CT 06249
 



860-642-7747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Beth Gatlin
150 Stonyridge Drive
Lincoln Park, NJ 07035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Reindollar
8311 snowden oaks place
Laurel, MD 20708-2315



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dyani Bingham
335 Seiwert Lane
Billings, MT 59105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Knecht
3435 Winners Circle
Canfield, OH 44406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. and Mrs. Floyd Stayner
3840 Edinburgh Road
Columbia, SC 29204-4230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darryl Warner
318Beach85th street#GO3C
Far Rockaway, NY 11693-1442



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas MacFarlane
70255 51st street
Lawrence, MI 49064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Kerbow
8518 Deer Meadow Drive
Houston, TX 77071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric  Schickendantz
1458 Edgemoor
Akron, OH 44313



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
zoran zdravkovich
152 spring place way
annapolis, MD 21401
 



845-265-1076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Georgena Askew
11821 Pueblo Carmel Way
El Paso, TX 79936



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue and John Morris
1392 Vermont Route 232
Marshfield, VT 05658
 



802-426-2017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue and John Morris
1392 Vermont Route 232
Marshfield, VT 05658
 



802-426-2017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Joos
4259 SW Patrick Pl
PORTLAND, OR 97239-7202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristy Mitchell
730 W. Long
Stephenville, TX 76401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vesna Glavina
1703 Kosola Ave., Apt A2
Fairfield, IA 52556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
TERRI ROBERTSON
6135 E CAREY AVE
LAS VEGAS, NV 89156



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathy hilt
p o box 375
pinellas park, FL 33780



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valerie Wagner
910 East Imperial Ave., # 3
El Segundo, CA 90245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rudy zeller
1343 peralta ave.
berkeley, CA 94702
 



510-235-7800



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jorgen ramstead
2421 vallley view dr.
los angeles, CA 90026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Spragins
98 Daleview Circle
Clemson, SC 29631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margretta Moore
175 Prospect Park S W 2E
Brooklyn, NY 11218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Stanton
5592 Fernhill Circle
Huntington Beach, CA 92649



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Kipen
P.O. Box 183
Ashfield, MA 01330
 



(413) 628-3854



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Reges
16984 110 th Ave
Rodney, MI 49342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Accounting Analy Kristine Bellmore
2821 N. Walnut Hills Dr. #22
Flagstaff, AZ 86004
 



928-607-9109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurence Hoard
68 Southern Lane
Warwick, NY 10990-1915



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Breakfield
5610 Cliff Haven Drive
Dallas, TX 75236



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert O'Brien
972 Allamanda DR.
Delray Beach, FL 33483



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nessie Monster
1230 N linden
Oak park, IL 60302
 



7084345278



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hannah Looney
2112 Crest Terrace
Saint Joseph, MO 64506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sonja Glavina
1703 Kosola Ave., Apt A2
Fairfield, IA 52556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Frank
40642 Stage Coach Rd
Oakhurst, CA 93644



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marta Olasik
70 Liniowa Street
Lodz, CA 94232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Blount
9730 Q Covered Wagon Dr
Laurel, MD 20723



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
janice catt
5112 N. Via Condesa
tucson, AZ 85718
 



520 869 0411



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Conrad
9817 Liv 239
Chillicothe, MO 64601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Grant Lupher
900 S Serrano Ave #205
Los Angeles, CA 90006-6348



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Camille Yergeau
3012 righam rd
London, ON N6P1P2
 



2266780380



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matt Dziedzic
157 Sagewood Drive
Malvern, PA 19355



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. alexa morgan
6627 W. Louise Dr.
glendale, AZ 85310-5703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Comstock
1 Axton Lane
Tijeras, NM 87059
 



505-281-9324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Greene
427 Fern Street
New Orleans, LA 70118-3827



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela colony
111 schenectady ave
cobleskill, NY 12043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard L Smith
Retired
672 Sandy Neck Lane, #102
Altamonte Springs, FL 32714-7622





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy LaBella
5335-B Coldwater Canyon Ave.
Sherman Oaks, CA 91401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
david wise
5 Brooks Rd
rockport, MA 01966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dc katten
41667 north 51st street
cave creek, AZ 85331
 



5514042959



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Darienzo
1634 N. Alberta St.
Portland, OR 97217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Copeland
17332 Se 133rd St
Renton, WA 98059



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly F Wright
1
Batavia, OH 45103
 



(513) 442-1893



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Antoniette  Valluzzi
163-10 25 Drive
Flushing, NY 11358



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Weinzimmer
6000 Cortaderia St NE
Apt 1713
Albuquerque, NM 87111



 
860-307-7917



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Stanley
20204 Highland Lake Drive
Lago Vista, TX 78645



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Bryant
6210 E. Bristol Harbour Circle
Circle
Houston, TX 77084-2130





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
WILLIAM POPE
3252 VERDANT DRIVE SW
ATLANTA , GA 30331



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nadisha Silva
1501, Harvey Rd. Apt 842
College Station, TX 77840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shawna Blaker
354 Castle Road
Washington, PA 15301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doris Zumpe
2495 Hunting Valley Drive
Decatur, GA 30033-4227
 



404-329-0974



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karin Gielen
Pleinstr 115
Leuven, ot 3001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Meggie T
3715 E DIamond Ave
Mesa, AZ 85206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Quindo
1154 Brioso Court
Vista, CA 92081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Olson
5215 Bennett Valley Lane
Glen Ellen, CA 95442



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nídia Rocha
Gaia
Porto, NY 12345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Barre
580 E. Palm St.
Altadena, CA 91001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Andrade
440 Frio lane
Wimberley, TX 78676
 



5106842113



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carmen Federowich
5987 County Road 231
Monroe City, MO 63456



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joy Fastuca
1792 Lenox Ave
East Meadow, NY 11554



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Ronald Warren
3041 E Chevy Chase Dr
Glendale, CA 91206
 



(818) 841-0756



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriel Gottlieb
3600 Spring Garden St.
Philadelphia, PA 19104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. John Cabala
2580 Prince St.
Northbrook, IL 60062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Kaplan
6057 Gates Ave
Ridgewood, NY 11385



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Bartlett
600 Villa Crest Dr
Knoxville, TN 37923



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachael rocamora
208 W. Fisher Av.
Greensboro, NC 27401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
doyle warren
480 11th Street
brooklyn, NY 11215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Shriner
194 North Roys Avenue
Columbus, OH 43204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Illia Rosenthal
Via Faleria 19
Rome, ot 00183
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Taylor
1340 Romulus Dr.
Glendale, CA 91205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Alarid
7812 NE 142nd PL
Kirkland, WA 98034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Austin
3322 Primm Way
Torrance, CA 90505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laure-Anne Briere
Rue du college
Remilly, ot 57580



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susannah Mills
Box # 402
Bolinas, CA 94924



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caroline  Ware
34 Dudley Ave South
Middletown, RI 02842



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evelyn Santos
13556 Trumball St
Whittier, CA 90605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer -- you -- to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that
the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and spring
snails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the
imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Markham
22245 NE Ilafern Lane
Dundee, OR 97115-9129
 



(503) 537-0587



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Marsh
3128 Sherman Ave. NW Apt. 8
Washington, DC 20010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Schwartz
25 Roland Pl
Hazlet, NJ 07730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stewart Rosenkrantz
2319 SE 9 St.
Pompano Beach, FL 33062
 



954-946-7391



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing because I care deeply about the Great Basin and the plants and animals that
live there.
 
I am concerned that the Southern Nevada Water Authority has requested to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. I
have read that there is no need to pump water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems
reasonable to deem that the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction (as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal).
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet.
 
More than192,000 acres of prime Great Basin shrubland habitats would be dried,
destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals, supporting invasive species like
cheatgrass and Sahara mustard.
 
Eight thousand acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125
miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would be staggering, and some species of desert fish and springsnails
would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the imperiled
greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn
and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.



 
Thank you most sincerely for your help on behalf of this special place.
 
Yours respectfully,
 
Joanne C Capozzelli
315 W. 90th St., Apt. 3
New York, NY 10024
 
(212) 873-3766



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ann Lenore Eifert
1150 Carmel Drive
Dubuque, IA 52003-7998



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anita Bixenstine
407 wilson ave.
Kent, OH 44240
 



330 673 6992



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
karen laudadio
2330 cloy ave
venice, CA 90291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Scharnberg
12116 Gallery
Denton, TX 76207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Swinehart
9926 SW 206 Ct
Vashon, WA 98070
 



206.463.6136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
FRANKLIN KAPUSTKA
1539 SW 203RD AVENUE
ALOHA, OR 97006
 



5032681073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Domingos
720 E Kearney
Springfield, MO 65803
 



(417) 862-5001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Williams
530 S. Stewart Dr.
Covina, CA 91723
 



6269154734



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane McCleary
518 Park Ave
Towson, MD 21204-3838



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Robert Jones
PO BOX 521654
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lena Halfmann
310 Chick St
Council Grove, KS 66846



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Derek Anderson
1658 Artesia Rd
Starkville, MS 39759



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorraine Resmer
33630 N. Roadrunner Lane
San Tan Valley, AZ 85142
 



4074154854



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
V Evan
1338 W Rosedale
Chicago, IL 60660-3438
 



7732714811



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Armer
1727 Orange St
Bakersfield, CA 93304
 



6613454836



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jack schranz
11024 daniel tr.
MOKENA, IL 60448



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Lou Rynkiewicz
P..O.Box 625
Congress, AZ 85332
 



928-427-9474



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott  Wylie
69 Granger Drive
Aiken, SC 29803-3623



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Fore
62 Middle Mountain Rd.
Black Mountain, NC 28711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawn Manley
609 Racquet Club Circle
Rohnert Park, CA 94928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Arlene Zimmer
1615 Caddington Drive
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275
 



(310) 831-8804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Richard Miano
627  Sinclair st.
Reno, NV 89501
 



775-786-4297



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Johanna Elias
3178 Nostrand Ave.
BROOKLYN, NY 11229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristi Haigh
4 Oak Flat Road
Orinda, CA 94563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Pritchard
183 B Stonebridge Rd
Woodstock, CT 06281
 



8609285930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams. I
have personally visited Nevada several times just ot see
the wonderful habitats and the wildlife species that live there.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary A Remer
4630 Belle Grove



Leesburg, FL 34748
 
(352) 365-0934



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr M Shahid siddiqi
2813 Garazi Court
tracy, CA 95304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alison Tyler
123 Texas Trash
Houston, TX 77025-2004
 



713-669-9782



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Keach
PO Box 39
Edgewood, NM 87015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Tamura
1116 Kaweloka Street
Pearl City, HI 96782



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chere Conner
804 1/2 Harris Ave
Austun, TX 78705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carla Davis-Castro
46 Davie Circle
Chapel Hill, NC 27514
 



919-636-1458



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Chinofsky
422 Wendy Road
Southampton, PA 18966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Zgraggen
401 North Sterling Road
Elkisn Park, PA 19027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Kind
904 Nowita Pl
Venice, CA 89291-3839



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Gardner
3708 Marshall Drive
Independence, MO 64055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samantha Goodman
311 S. Arden Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Kirk Keil
808 Ophir Peak Rd
Incline Village, NV 89451
 



(530) 582-9719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Brent A. Schoenfeld
5742 Calvin Avenue
Tarzana, CA 91356



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Leslie Limberg
102 Red Fern Lane
Wentzville, MO 63385
 



(636) 398-8809



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Audrie Clark
7012 San Bartolo
Carlsbad, CA 92011
 



(760) 804-1633



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Duval
25 Pine Ridge Rd
Underhill, VT 05489



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Swegles
1011 Rinconada Rd F
Santa Barbara, CA 93101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would you pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you (the
state engineer) to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem that the water authority's request does not meet this criteria given the
catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater
extraction.  (As documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental
impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.)
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals, thereby
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to
the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.  Thank
you for your consideration.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherry K Carpenter
605 Sheridan Rd.
Evanston, IL 60202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Naomi Handelman
28769 Glenbrook Drive
Farmington Hills, MI 48331-2321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Lytle
73 Poplar St.
Fords, NJ 08863
 



7327103272



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Garms
4540 York place
Iowa city, IA 52245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglass Reeves
325 East 5th St. Apt. F4
New York City, NY 10003-8847



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Professor of Fil Ken Burke
5000 MacArthur Blvd.
Oakland, CA 94613
 



510-430-3152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Pavcovich
11351 20th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Beth Bowling
49 Castle Hill Terrace
Pottsboro, TX 75076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Hittel
250 W 90th St Apt 10H
New York, NY 10024-1142
 



9175137109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Hamilton
Musician
2 Kennedy Plaza Apt 901
Apt 509



Utica, NY 13502-4283



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michelle sullivan
21200 S. Lagrange Road
frankfort, IL 60423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phoebe Underwood
11807 20th SW
Burien, WA 98146
 



206-501-7837



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Kelley
118 Seymour Rd
Woodbridge, CT 06525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Vale
PO Box 481824
Charlotte, NC 28269



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy H Brown
2020 N Lincoln Park West #13D
Chicago, IL 60614
 



(773) 281-3403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care about the Great Basin and the plants and animals that
live there, and am disturbed by the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would we pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for considering my views.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Stock
13240 SW Brittany Drive



Tigard, OR 97223
 
503.524.6247



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katie Breen
2519 W. Conley Ave.
Tampa, FL 33611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eugene Howard
3267 Winter wood ct
marietta , GA 30062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Art Wegweiser
700 Cumberland Woods Dr
Allison Park, PA 15101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
barbara mintz
178 East 70th Street
New York, NY 10021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol L Miller
16662 Sommertime Ln
Hamilton, VA 20158
 



540.882.4208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenda Sherman
3143 Hidden Creek Dr
Chico, CA 95973-5846
 



5308915931



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paola Trovo
volta 42
bellinzago (NO) , ot 28043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Armand Boyer
69 Birch Creek Rd
Pine Hill, NY 12465



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brea Ritchey
405 Winthrop drive
Lancaster, PA 17603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julio Ruiz
17303 E. Ohio pl.
Aurora, CO 80017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tony Hynes
17 McCallum Place
Uki, ot 2484
 



0266764121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lynn gray
310 n orange st
albion, IN 46701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jillian  Stokes
1104 Balls hill Rd
McLean, VA 22101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike C
24 Amherst Ave
Waltham, MA 02451



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. cindy rock
3836 SE Ogden
Portland, OR 97202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
brian olynek
2119 blaeberry rd
Golden, BC V0A 1H1
 



2503441144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Justine King
444 East 75th Street #7C
New York, NY 10021
 



212-249-0416



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Palesch
1226 Dorne Drive
Manchester, MO 63021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jaime shackell
5787 Binnacle ave
Sechelt, BC V0N 3A6



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. William Nobles
3504 Newcastle Dr. SE
Rio Rancho, NM 87124-3670
 



(505) 891-8492



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DIANE M BIASE
30 mead st.
SOMERVILLE, MA 02144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Devon  Greyerbiehl
1421 S. Division Sr.
Spokane, WA 99203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cinzia Mattiace
12421 Goldfinch Ct
Potomac, MD 20854
 



301 424 1974



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Professor of Mar Richard Rosenblatt
5160 Middleton Rd
San Diego, CA 92109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Professor of Mar Richard Rosenblatt
5160 Middleton Rd
San Diego, CA 92109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
EARLE WEISS
57 SOUTH ST
NATICK, MA 01760



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tina Clark
202 Saulda Rd.
MOORE, SC 29369
 



864-595-8828



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Horstmeier
1019 Driftwood Trails Dr.
Florissant, MO 63031
 



(314) 837-3060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lola Brocksen
420 Del Oro Ave.
Davis,, CA 95616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doreen Mc Elvany
49672 Hidden Valley Trl. N.
Indian Wells, CA 92210
 



(760) 837-4786



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Carpio
2118 Eastern Parkway #4
Louisville, KY 40204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Doug Landau
150 73rd St. S.
St. Petersburg, FL 33707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
NINA GONDOS
27 WOODLANDS GROVE
FRANKSTON, AK 99502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Pietri
3879 Keeweenaw Dr. NE
Grand Rapids, MI 49525
 



6163612114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Mike Ruby
4536 Fairview Rd.
Columbia, PA 17512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fred Ferraris
PO Box 65
Lyons, CO 80540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvia Baldwin
152B North Kalaheo Avenue
Kailua, HI 96734-2344



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Pitzel
18005 W. Danielson St. #103
Canyon Country, CA 91387



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ROBERT PARKER STELLATO
3015-212 EAST BAYSHORE ROAD
REDWOOD CITY, CA 94063



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Mishkin
790 Checker Drive
Buffalo Grove, IL 60089
 



847-215-5211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances Enriquez
Reino Rd
Newbury Park, CA 91320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barb Meyer
3262 Stuart St. Apt. 2
Denver, CO 80212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ilenia Massaroni
via
BG, ot 24020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jelica Roland
Sv. Martin 96
Buzet, ot 52420



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nona Baker
286 Crescent Ave
San Francisco, CA 94110
 



(415) 648-3086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terrie Young
489 dawson ave
San Jose, CA 95125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary McAteer
255 SW Harrison ST, #14H
Portland, OR 97201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nai'a Williams
5334 Hammill Rd.
El Monte, CA 91732



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
yanina sanchez buletrau
metropolitana
metropolitana, ot 920000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because, as one who has studied the Great Basin as a scientist, I care
deeply about it and the many ecosystems of which it is comprised.  Hence, I am appalled
at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of
water annually from the aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why should we pump
water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. I urge you to deny the Authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, a denial should be a "no-
brainer".
 
Sincerely,
 
Lowell F. Smith
2548 Crums Church Rd.
Berryville, VA 22611



 
540-955-1844



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet & Byron Moore & Carlson
3971 N. 3rd ST
Fresno, CA 93726



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Drowns
1 Fireside Ln
Saco, ME 04072



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Yamase
1908 Stardust
Killeen, TX 76543
 



2546990816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louise Frontiero
178 Essex Ave
Gloucester, MA 01930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Koreneef
Afrikalaan 14
Delft, ot 2622 DH



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evelyn Gamble
11295 N. 99th Ave.
Peoria, AZ 85345
 



623-933-4405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Ehmann
406 Valencia St.
Dallas, TX 75223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Inman
P.O. Box 700
14609 Williams Dr.
Elk Rapids, MI 49629



 
231-342-5403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CARLIN JACOBY
26 FOURTH STREET UNIT 12
LOS ALTOS, CA 94022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Griffith
15303 Ventura Blvd #610
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403-6607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brookie Judge
810 12th Ave #420
Seattle, WA 98122
 



425-233-9597



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lovenda Garrison
4539 Beachcomber Ct.
Boulder, CO 80301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anne veraldi
21 lapidge
sd, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
martyn bassett
1 feltham road
mitcham
london, ot cr4 2jq





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. barbara Orr
19327 Citronia St.
Northridge, CA 91324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The health of a biologically and environmenrtally important are should hardly be
compromised to accomodate unsustainable growth in an area that was never well suited to
large-scale development in the first place.  No other part of Nevada or the nation should be
damaged to maintain Las Vegas' unrealistic fantasies about its viability.  The expansion of
that city provides a textbook example of how waste begets waste, and sprawl begets
sprawl!  If its demands are satisfied now, we can only anticipate more inappropriate and
malignant growth, with new demands on other portions of the area's declining ecosystems.
 
I am writing to you because I care about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals
that live there. I am greatly opposed to the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to
pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the



table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J B Pearce Sr
P O Box 20772
Seattle, WA 98102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Malinauskas
W2702 Fox Lane
Montello, WI 53949



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
D Carino
4807 Richardson St
4807 richardson st
Boise, ID 83705





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
craig P kleber
345 south anita
los angeles, CA 90049
 



(310) 472-9042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Geiger
154 Timber Trail Drive
Murphysboro, IL 62966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel Klayman,MD
786 NW 83rd Lane
Boca Raton, FL 33487



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel Klayman,MD
786 NW 83rd Lane
Boca Raton, FL 33487



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Davis
3643 SW 20th Avenue, Apt. 806
Gainesville, FL 32607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Brockmann
9440 Barr Dr
Indianapolis, IN 46229-1212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Rusiniak
1821 8th St
Berkeley, CA 94710



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patty Miller
17601 S Big Creek Blvd
Pleasant Hill, MO 64080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ben dugger
4981porkylane
st.jamescity, FL 33956



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Romanowski
21 Kemper Street #16
Quincy, MA 02170



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Wilkins
350 Burchett St. #233
Glendale, CA 91203
 



(818) 507-1027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Antje Nebel
6/109 Swan Street
Brisbane, ot 4031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Enholm
1031 S Terry St
Longmont, CO 80501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Susan Thing
2025 W. Spring St.
Tucson, AZ 85745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Newton
1023 Del Norte Avenue
Menlo Park, CA 94025-1733



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vincent Alvarez
12671 SE Where Else Ln.
Portland, OR 97222-6036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carly Gustafson
3920 Strathmore Blvd.
Oakland, MI 48363
 



2488147614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah de Sousa
351 Whispering Oaks
SPRING BRANCH, TX 78070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hanna Poulsen
c/Tigaiga,aptos.Florencia 101
Pt. de la Cruz, ot 38400



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Lee
404 S 3rd St;
Belén, NM 87002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
COMMUNITY ACTIVI GIL OAKES
5631 WATERCREST DR
BONITA, CA 91902
 



619 475-8686



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Bramblett
7313 Burleson-Manor Rd.
Manor, TX 78653



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Shatto
60 Kirkman Rd
Asheville, NC 28805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dana Mihalko
1300 Wentworth Dr.
Gallatin, TN 37066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Marketa Anderson
1548 W Pekin Rd
Lebanon, OH 45036-9786



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marna Porath
PO Box 726
Amity, OR 97101-0726



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne Eggers
221 Mullen Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Michael Miller, Jr.
Retired
1512 Spruce St., Apt. 809
Phila, PA 19102-4551



 
(267) 639-6743



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jody Beck
p.o. box 40935
denver, CO 80204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Quinn
10222 Crosscut Way
Damascus, MD 20872-2910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The Great Basin in Nevada is important to all of us, even those of us who live elsewhere.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Brandt
222 E. Chestnut -16B



Chicago, IL 60611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathryn Moitoret
P.O. Box 753
Tyrone, NM 88065-0753



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Boyle
1053 County Line Rd
Horsham, PA 19044-1402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why pump such vast quantities of water to support unsustainable growth
in southern Nevada at the expense of the rest of the state when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you, the
state engineer,  to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
The most incredible aspect of this proposal is that once the Great Basin is drained how
would the City of Las Vegas feed it's water needs then, when it has even more people with
even higher demands? Please do not kick the can down the road at the cost of all other
ecosystems in the great state of Nevada.
 



Sincerely,
 
Marianne Mukai
20 Elm St
Delhi, NY 13753



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Anne Rupke
W142 N8000 Thorndell Drive
Menomonee Falls, WI 53051-4302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lee ballen
2096 redwood drive
santa cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As I visit/vacation at least once a year in the northern end of the Great Basin area, I am
writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals
that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Ireland, M.D.
6001 Douglas Drive
Yakima, WA 98908





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura M. Eppig
1304 N. Windsor Ave.
Bay Shore, NY 11706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Loos
143 San Acacia Rd
San Acacia, NM 87831



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.  It is more disturbing that this is proposed with Lake Mead being
in Southern Nevada.  That would be a more logical choice and it would cost less to get the
water to the Las  Vegas area, than piping it down from a long distance.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Winslow
1471 N. San Francisco, Apt. 8



Flagstaff, AZ 86001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Skaggs
525 S. Castlerock Terrace
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-3258



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
victor pavlovic
6630 ovington ave.
Cleveland, OH 44127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maria julia carrizo
doral blvd
miami, FL 33166



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maria julia carrizo
doral blvd
miami, FL 33166



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothea Cappadona
23 Watch Way
Huntington, NY 11743



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Secretary Mary M Markus
10462 Ramona Way
Garden Grove, CA 92840
 



(714) 636-9714



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christy Lasso
16101 Copeland Farms Rd
Odessa, FL 33556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doug Bullock
77 Benson St
Albany, NY 12206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jen Eaton
4700 Fox Sedge Lane
Denton, TX 76208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lyda Hersloff
10854 diane dr
Golden, CO 80403
 



(303) 642-7530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Walter Brown
341 W 88th St
New York, NY 10024-2239



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Bash
913 Harbour Ridge Lane
Downingtown, PA 19335



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sharron helmholz
5011 Ponderosa
Campbell, CA 95008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james christensen
1501 see cyn rd
san luis obispo, CA 93405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bette Nelson
1219 SW 126th St - Apt. #1
Burien, WA 98146-3049
 



206-988-6929



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
charles whitfield
1904 e. redfield rd.
tempe, AZ 85283-4222
 



480 820 1212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doyle Adkins
6533 Mark Dr
Burleson, TX 76028-3135
 



817-561-0321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ej Walters
10734 Chickwick Reach
Truckee, CA 96161
 



5305874868



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rene Specht
602 Beechwood Lakes Drive
Hendersonville, NC 28792



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
andrea steinke
1 feltham road
mitcham surrey
london, ot cr4 2jq



 
00442086489619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ana Gutierrez
Managua
Managua, ot 12345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dana Ginn
31463 Britton Circle
Temecula, CA 92591



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Adams
8601 Zimpel St
New Orleans, LA 70118-1139
 



5048662410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maryellen Read
125 sw collins st
portland, OR 97219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Brown
189 Vee Drive
Manteno, IL 60950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Myers
2599 Carrell Ln
Willow Grove, PA 19090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Reiter
143 Petticoat Lane
East Haddam, CT 06423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Raehse
85 Edmund Street
Lynbrook, NY 11563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Farruggio
61 Norwich St
San Francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Lapeyre-Montrose
5600 Hollytree Dr.
Oak Park, CA 91377



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bob ROTHROCK
815 N.4th St.
Cottonwood, AZ 86326



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce Banaka
P.O. Box 222
Mancos, CO 81328



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanette coufal
1913 Blairmore Rd.
Lexington, KY 40502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tom simonian
3343 22nd st.
san francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Windinwood
P. O. Box 1392
ojai, CA 93024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LP Chiles
7494 Ahern Court
St. Louis, MO 63130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Harriette Frank
3603 Westover Road
Durham, NC 27707-5032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brunilda Rosario
HC6 Box 66130
Aguadilla, PR 00603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
As a personal note: although we do not live in Nevada, we visit as photographers and are
lovers of the wide open spaces. Nevada is a wonderland of geology and landscapes that
outshines anything that Las Vegas has to offer. When we fly into LV, we leave it behind for
your state parks and wildlife areas. We met some really fine ranchers in Panaca and hope
to return there soon and explore more of your beautiful state and gracious people.
 



Sincerely,
Judy Tilley
 
Judy Tilley
1650 Galbraith Lane
Bellingham, WA 98229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeanne lebow
po box 1295
gautier, MS 39553



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Bancroft
PO Box 203
East Barre, VT 05649



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elisa Edgington
5961 SE 15th Loop
Gresham, OR 97080
 



5032786265



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachael Pahl
1428 Regency Ln
Lake Villa, IL 60046-7008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deanna Nakosteen
10239 Ojai-Santa Paula Road
Ojai, CA 93023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for considering my comments.
 
Sincerely,
 
Retired Kaye Aurigemma
Retired



10846 Martindale Drive
Westchester, IL 60154-5021
 
(708) 562-6642



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juan Byron
545 Moore Rd
Woodside, CA 94062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M Kiser
S'thland
Lexington, KY 40503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Stanton
5592 Fernhill Circle
Huntington Beach, CA 92649



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie-Louise Jackson-Miller
63 Gay Street
Quincy, MA 02169-6602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Berkshire
6105 N. Talman Ave.
Chicago, IL 60659



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel Shimanoff
37 Huntington Avenue
Lynbrook, NY 11563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Stover
3779 N. Morenci Road
Golden Valley, AZ 86413
 



928-565-3105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Markgraf
5205 Church St.
McFarland, WI 53558



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward P Lawrence
1638 W Willetta St
Phoenix, AZ 85007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
richard leibold
4696 So Hi Blvd
Golden Valley, AZ 86413-9667
 



9285653213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Velma Ottmar
1045 Shinnecock Hill Ct
Summerville, SC 29483



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Kuhn
6162 Oakpark Trail
Haslett, MI 48840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Jennie Long
508 N 5th St
Bellevue, ID 83313



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darin Lee
102 West End
Street, ot ba160lr
 



441458447840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rudolf Dankwort
8121 N 8TH AVE
PHOENIX, AZ 85021
 



(602) 943-2949



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Heald
PO Box 284
Pleasant Hill, TN 38578
 



931-277-5770



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Grace Downey
55788 Redtail Court
South Bend, IN 46619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Mercedes Smith
711 Jefferson Ave Apt 5
Apt 5
Miami Beach, FL 33139



 
6019429002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Tierney
44 A School St
Branford, CT 06405-6412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Reebeca Canrought
8 Deboer Farm Lane
Asbury, NJ 08802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan  Grant
3612 Fairfield Street
Okoboji, IA 51355



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john foley
30439 westmore dr.
madison heights, MI 48071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Please don't take water from endangered animals, plants and algae so that more people
can gamble in a totally inhospitable environment.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexander Watt



1561 S. Foothills Hwy Lot G-3
Boulder, CO 80305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Enrique Baloyra
1012 NE 117th St
Biscayne Park, FL 33161-6750
 



3103394599



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shirley Chen
19312 Kay Avenue
Cerritos, CA 90703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Waltman
587 Melissa Lane
State College, PA 16803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenny Jansson-Smith
6900 Shumard circle
Austin, TX 78759



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn W
tirado
Austin, TX 78752



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Reilly
5540 South Elati Street Apt 306
Littleton, CO 80120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Boehme
1386 Block Dr.
Santa Clara, CA 95050-4413



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Cronin Fleming
312 Oaklawn Drive
Rochester, NY 14617



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Toney
4313 Nelson DR
Richmond, CA 94803-2302
 



510-223-0147



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Joseph Konig
266 Washington Avenue, C - 18
Brooklyn, NY City, NY 11205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Michael Stuart
11 Arlington Street
Auburn, MA 01501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Johnny Price
6 east Morgan
Shawnee, Ok
74801



 
Johnny Price
6 east Morgan
Shawnee, OK 74801-5110
 
(405) 275-5909



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sidney sisk
745 Emerald Street
Broomfield, CO 80020
 



(303) 469-4248



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Acerro
Po Box 8697
Chula Vista, CA 91912-8697
 



(619) 425-5771



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Walberg
po box 392
Fayetteville, WV 25840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances Havey
506 Kevin Drive
Orange Park, FL 32073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terrie Williams
850 Laura Lane
Vidor, TX 77662-6311
 



409-999-9999



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Rob Seltzer
18408 cliff top way
Malibu, CA 90265
 



(310) 278-9944



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roland Lakes
2334 - 20th Street
San Pablo, CA 94806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karla dick
1803 Eagle Dr
Elko, NV 89801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
william napoli
2233s 2400w
wellsville, UT 84339



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
catherine keys
13610 97th Ave NW
Gig Harbor, WA 98329



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. LENORE NIETERS
9303 DARCY CT
SANTEE, CA 92071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Richman
PO Box 515381 #11067
Los Angeles, CA 90051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pastor Tim Redfern
P.O. Box 119
1690 Main Street
Dryden, VA 24243



 
4232313860



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Michael Stuart
11 Arlington Street
Auburn, MA 01501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephan Armstrong
657 Fisher Drive
Watsontown, PA 17777



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Rivera
2610 Altadena
San Antonio, TX 78259



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Paradowski
3129 E. Waterford Ave.
Saint Francis, WI 53235-4927



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dominic Marino
3 Greenhurst Road
West Hartford, CT 06107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raquel Guillen
1244 Northpoint Dr. Apt F
San Francisco, CA 94130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen O'Brien
125 w. 66th St.
Westmont, IL 60559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S Pasricha
18 DeVoes Ln
E. Brunswick NJ 08816
E Brunswick, NJ 08816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kellie Federico
2459 crest view dr
Salem, OR 97302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kirsten McMurray
1418 Berkshire Drive
Austin, TX 78723



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sujaya Balachandran
2548-B Pheasant Run Road
Wexford, PA 15090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Desalle
18 West 90th Street
New York, NY 10024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Greenwood
2472 5th Street
La Verne, CA 91750



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Waters
940 Kenova Ave
The Villages, FL 32162
 



352-430-3912



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ROBERT GARCIA
10 CROMWELL DRIVE WEST
MORRISTOWN, NJ 07960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Neili Laughlin
817 1/2 Fairview
Rapid City, SD 57701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rogil Schroeter
6519 W Aire Libre
Glendale, AZ 85306
 



6235128465



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Lindsay Rafael
532 Alexis Circle
Daly City, CA 94014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
barbara essman
9808 Baltimore
st. louis, MO 63114
 



3144262397



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Guel
12113Metric BLVD
austin, TX 78758



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Grace Morsberger
4826 Langdrum Ln
Chevy Chase, MD 20815



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Hansen
5839 Moonridge Drive
Riverside, CA 92509-7038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Brown
1941 Alpine Drive
Vail, CO 81657
 



949-922-5526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Brunick
14133 Walkers Crossing Dr
Charlotte, NC 28273
 



(704) 587-9609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Costa
5042 Judson Drive
Bensalem, PA 19020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne St. John
8301-78 Mission Gorge Road
Santee, CA 92071
 



619 328-5573



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Noriko Inoue
PO Box 3-35053
La Paz, ot N/A



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matt Slade
230 theodore st
loves park, IL 61111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sam rogers
2120 Euclid Ave
Napa, CA 94558



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Lolio
4764 E Jude Court
Gilbert, AZ 85298-5380



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William De La Torre
POBox 23751
Phoenix, AZ 85063



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Pasichnyk
1007 W Main Street, #11
Mesa, AZ 85201-7127
 



480-966-0986



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Masterson
1021 dulaney valley rd
baltimore, MD 21204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L. Boone
604 Topsfield Rd.
Hatboro, PA 19040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's repeated request to pump and export
57 Billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would our water be pumped (greenhouse gases) to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth (among highest foreclosure rate in the country) when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management, reuse and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the you,
as state engineer, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if you find that
the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the aquifer being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems eminently
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction. This dire
outcome is documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact
statement" for the pipeline proposal:
 
1)  Water tables would drop by 200 feet;
2)  192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland habitats would be dried, destroyed
and converted to dryland grasses and annuals, supporting invasive species like
cheatgrass and Sahara mustard.
3)  8,000 acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of
perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Matejcek



PO Box 2067
Santa Cruz, CA 95063
 
8317613263



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Emerson
46 Hatch Street
Nuriootpa, ot 5355
 



0882513408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I find that Nevada should receive water from the Colorado
River, and Los Angeles California should desalinate Pacific Ocean water, to provide fresh
water for Los Angeles California and, if necessary, for Nevada also, with Nevada of course
paying a fair share of the Los Angeles desalination of Pacific Ocean water cost, that is for
desalinated Pacific Ocean water for Nevada.  Since Nevada will be receiving Colorado
River water rather than the Colorado River water continuing to be sent to California, once
Colorado River water commences being delivered to Nevada rather than the water being
sent to California, Nevada should pay the cost for the Colorado River water, if any, that
California had just recently been paying  for Colorado River water.
 
Radionuclides from previous desert nuclear explosive tests, may likely continue traveling
south in the Great Basin groundwater, so for fresh water, southern Nevada should rely on
wastewater purification and recycling, desalination, and surface water runoff such as
excess Colorado River water flow.  Nevada's human population increase appears likely to
soon need a less biologically intrusive, less socially divisive, more abundant, reliable,
socially responsible, technologically sound fresh water source than the proposed 300 mile
Great Basin aquifer pipeline may be.
 
Although a small groundwater-filled pipeline from eastern Nevada to southern Nevada,
probably could adequately be refilled from annual Great Basin atmospheric water
precipitation, extracting more Great Basin groundwater than annual atmospheric water
precipitation replenishes, in the not to distant future may excessively dessicate much of
the Great Basin's surface.  I don't know if some of the Great Basin water table--such as the
southern Great Basin water table--is low enough, so that great extraction of water from
that low water table, would not excessively adversely affect surface wildlife that reside
above that low water table.  The southern Great Basin water table seems to me likely to
drain below the earth's surface into the ocean though.  Also, perhaps even northern
Nevada's geothermal potential might be adversely affected by the proposed 300 mile
Great Basin aquifer pipeline.
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and I am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the



proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Herewith now I vote for you to deny the authority's water-right
applications, based on the severe environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In
light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands,
they should be off the table.
 
Respectfully yours,
 
Danny Hull, B.S. Biology (A.A.S. Water Quality major)
2029 Sargent Avenue
Klamath Falls, OR 97601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Smith
1135 Eloise West Road
Greenback, TN 37742



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Fryer
1007 Wind Trail
Fort Collins, CO 80526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Peltzer
258 Mt Carmel Rd
Parkton, MD 21120
 



410.891.1900



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Warkentine
1109 Arizona NE
Albuquerque, NM 87110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rick Wigington
4241 N 61st Apt 513
Lincoln, NE 68507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Fox
7401 NW 21st Way
Gainesville, FL 32653
 



352-377-5199



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
E. Pierce
P.O. Box 1782
Pensacola, FL 32591-1782



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Lubs
3323 E 14 Fairway Dr
Washington, UT 84780



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Cotton
1865 A1A south
St. Augustine, FL 32080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Karin Braunsberger
842 17th Ave N.
St. Petersburg, FL 33704
 



(727) 368-1830



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marlene zobayan
3996 Jefferson ave
redwood city, CA 94062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
STEPHAN ALTSCHUL
76 GREEN PLACE
MONTEREY, TN 38574



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
emerly Gueron
2917 via alvarado
Palos Verdes Estates, CA 90274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vincent Rubino
28th Street
Oakland, CA 94608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
C. Wilcox
Stilingshire Ct.
McHenry, IL 60050-7503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcia Lyle
55 Plantation Rd
Walhalla, SC 29691
 



(864) 638-6070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret DeMott
P. O. Box 221309
Sacramento, CA 95822
 



95822



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. LENORE NIETERS
9303 DARCY CT
SANTEE, CA 92071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jody wier
4440 gatewood dr
colorado springs, CO 80916
 



7195964123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
katja cooper
5631 castle dr
oakland, CA 94611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. ynthia Wilson
101 Maple Dr
Port Townsend, WA 98368



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Davenport
2877 HIllbrook Way
Decatur, GA 30033
 



770-939-4315



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Reardon
PO Box 67078
Milwaukie, OR 97268



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary VanAtter
1556 5th Street
Martin, MI 49070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gina Mondazze
3909 Taft street
Hollywood, FL 33021
 



3053268324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurance  Doyle
189 Bernardo Ave.
Mountain View, CA 94043
 



6509604533



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evan Sederquest
32 Great Oak Drive
Chester, NH 03036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jesse Sasser
1153 Dawnview Ln
ATLANTA, GA 30327-1303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Shel Grove
6613 31st St., NW
Washington, DC 20015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Rose
1574 SE Lexington St.
Portland, OR 97202-6046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Smith
Environmental Consultant
PO Box 20444 MPO
Barrigada, GU 96921



 
7343828



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Rhoda Brooks
8175 Indian Hill Rd
Cincinnati, OH 45243



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nathan Witemberg
245 Van ness
Ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Stoner
2 Ogwen Square
Bethesda, ot LL573AU



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Korman
20 Linford Rd.
Great Neck, NY 11021
 



516-487-2217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Andrew S Billeb
23 Hinckley Street #2
Dorchester, ME 02125
 



(617) 379-2627



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Serra
2747 Via Capri
Clearwater, FL 33764



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
diana molinari
2304 aviation blvd
redondo beach, CA 90278-2316



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Luis F Sanchez
1314 Boston ave.,
Bay Shore, NY 11706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ALVIN HASS
2815 COYLE STREET
brooklyn, NY 11235
 



(718) 646-0727



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
We are the stewards of this planet and its future. Please do the right thing!
 
Sincerely,
 
Lucinda Reinas
734 Orchard St.



Wyandotte, MI 48192
 
734-283-3454



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jady Carmichael
3746 S Wallace St, Apt 2F
Chicago, IL 60609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Cerovski
2900 Spring Creek Drive
Santa rosa, CA 95405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rory O'Neil
1003 Pate Street
Carlsbad, NM 88220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Minkowski
25920 SW 193 Ave
Homestead, FL 33031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Tindall
109 South First Street
Caseyville, IL 62232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Anne A Callahan
20711 Hillside Drive
Topanga, CA 90290



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan Tyler
Sycamore Farm, Goulds Road, Alphamstone
BURES, ot CO8 5HP



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melanie Alexander
PO Box K
Stanfordville, NY 12581



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Murrow
5524 johnson ppoint rd ne
olympia, WA 98516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Pepi
2941S. Waterbury Pl
Boise, ID 83706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Pham
337 Lime Avenue
Long Beach, CA 90802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cristina Panicieri
loc. Crovetta 12
Moneglia, ot 16030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Renato Gullino
469w 66th st # 3b
Manhattan, NY 10132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mercy Grieco
1692 E. Richmond Ave.
Fresno, CA 93720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
louisa nunez
1716 Shelbourne Drive
Austin, TX 78752



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Lam
14821 Del Amo Avenue
Tustin, CA 92780



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marion Juster
Arbel
Karmiel, ot 20101
 



972-4-9583364



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marion Juster
Arbel
Karmiel, ot 20101
 



972-4-9583364



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John D Bernard
56 Mildred St.
South Portland, ME 04106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Janzen
255 Gringley Hill Rd.
Fort Mill, SC 29708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sue warner
4329 pine ridge blvd
pine ridge, FL 34465



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cyndi Hunt
960 Towhee Road
Tallahassee, FL 32305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Maryann Smale
37 Dyers Bay Rd.
Steuben, ME 04680
 



207-546-8981



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sierra  Sherpa
617 Dovewood St
Stockton, CA 95210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Miller
1910 rockside ln
snellville, GA 30078



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Kite
Brown Street
Colne, ot BB8 9AW
 



07949663788



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Mohr
3069 Calle Mariposa
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2740



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ADRIAN SMITH
110 Jones St
Moncure, NC 27559
 



919-542-3807



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Blount
4920 King Solomon Dr
Annandale, VA 22003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Esq. Ken Bronston
668 F St.
Salt Lake City, UT 84103
 



801-366-0172



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Larrivee
1995 Walker Ave.
Memphis, TN 38104
 



901 591.5571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Deanna Knickerbocker
1846 Limetree Ln
Mountain View, CA 94040
 



(650) 967-5417



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Presutto
1024 Helm Lane
Foster City, CA 94404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert White
9820 White Cascade Dr
charlotte, NC 28269
 



(704) 547-0473



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rita  Gentry
2202 N. Norton Ave.
Tucson , AZ 85719-3831
 



505-699-5446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alan rickers
pob 5195
ketchum, ID 83340



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Alper
707 Jacon Way
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Jackson
9064 Clio Rd.
Clio, MI 48420



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Rafeak Muhammad
11214 Liberty Ave
Richmond Hill, NY 11419



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. John Sailer
1240 W Sims Way
Port Townsend, WA 98368



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
p ross
p.o. box 86
fairmont, WV 26555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Toni A Wolfson
11891 Lake Blvd.
Felton, CA 95018
 



(831) 335-7687



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
edwin daniels
49 overlook drive
easthampton, MA 01027
 



413-527-4384



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Foley
78 Norton Road #2
Kittery, ME 03904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
christine brooks
8 the green
west seneca, NY 14224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Jessee
1591 Opry Way
Fairbanks, AK 99709
 



9074522378



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gigi gaulin
1841 mann st
santa fe, NM 87505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Meyer
28881 Westwood Dr
Macon, MO 63552



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linnell Krikorian
10 OLD ORCHARD WAY
Manchester, NH 03103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heidi Steffy
615 West Zwilling Road
Erie, PA 16509
 



8148683086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Kite
Brown Street
Colne, ot BB8 9AW
 



07949663788



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. We should not pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth. Our cities need to live within their water means, and robbing a
unique ecosystem of its water is not an appropriate option.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
The toll on species would be staggering.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arlin Briley
219 4th Av. N. #300
St. Petersburg, FL 33701-2914



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ricardo Corrales
Heredia, Costa Rica
Heredia, Centro, CO 10101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhonda Taylor
PO Box 637
Spring Branch, TX 78070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jamin grigg
102 alamo drive
durango, CO 81301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Kaub
PO Box 971
Oak Grove, MO 64075



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Claudia Solorzano
7311 NW 12 St.
Miami, FL 33126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Ramelli
1836 Bollinger Ln
Sebastopol, CA 95472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
emye benavage
418 ROOT ROAD
LORAIN, OH 44052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Taylor
1469 Windmill Hill Rd So
PUtney, VT 05346



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Shari Kelts
809 Lynda Court
Kirkwood, MO 63122
 



(314) 966-4001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zack Frank
532 N Westmoreland Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90004
 



740 507 7529



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce Meyer
28881 Westwood Dr
Macon, MO 63552



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Kraft
235 Burnside Pl
Ridgewood, NJ 07450-1701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I grew up in the Great Basin. There was always the question of water. One had only to
drive a ways to be in sage brush. Going up into the mountains meant cooler air and
vegetation, signs of better water supply from the winter snows. We read about the water
theft from the areas east of the Sierras and thought that was very bad indeed. Now I read
that the idea of draining water from the already dry Great Basin has been proposed. I
strongly object to this unnecessary theft. The whole basin will suffer much the same way.
 
Please deny the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request for these atrocious water-
right applications because of the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would
cause. In light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water
demands, they should be off the table.cancel this project.  Don't be like the LA Water
Department!
 
Please!
 
Sincerely,
 
Fraser  Muirhead
4200 Paradise Drive
Tiburon, CA 94920



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aisling Mackle
90 Droimh Dubh
Armagh, DC 20500



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Carroll
178 west 33rd st
Bayonne, NJ 07002
 



7273663345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Durling
3648 Birchwood Terrace, No. 212
No. 212
Fremont, CA 94536



 
6503634107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
laura provonche
1321 DEANWOOD RD
PARKVILLE, MD 21234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
SaraBeth Cullinan
7302 N. 181st Ave.
Waddell, AZ 85355



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Bussiere
3844 Sassafras St
Erie, PA 16508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Mayne
1766 Carrera Drive
San Jacinto, CA 92583
 



951-654-4234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Henri de Marne
11 Skyline Drive
Essex, VT 05452
 



802-363-1227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Britte Kirsch
PO Box 681688
Park City, UT 84068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
C Breen
13400 Lomas NE
Albuquerque, NM 87123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Karsten
98 Dudleyville Rd
Leverett, MA 01054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Dr. G Blu Wagner
PO Box 280003
Denver, CO 80228-0003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Mussen
48 Claflin Blvd.
Franklin Square, NY 11010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amber Grandpre
609 San Miguel Ct.
Roseville, CA 95747
 



916-955-4128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Nevada is mostly desert, face up to that fact.  It was never intended to have such water
wasteful things as water fountains that run day and night.  We can't risk wildlife and
ecosystems in the name of human greed and avarice. Water belongs to all inhabitants of
this planet not just humans who want to watch a fountain at a casino in the desert.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Brenda Polacca
7051 Hwy 518
314 Don Fernando St
Ranchos de Taos, NM 87557
 
575-741-1308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Ward
140 Bleecker Street
Gloversville, NY 12078-2389



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Frazer
668 39th Street
Sacramento, CA 95816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Heymann
1533 NE Siskiyou St.
Portland, OR 97212, OR 97212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dori aravis
4304 NCR 13
Fort Collins, CO 80524-9472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ray miller
pob 317
grand lake, CO 80447
 



970-531-1596



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DANIEL FAISAL
Street Address
City, IL 60521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Amundrud
1429 35th Avenue North
St. Petersburg, FL 33704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chad Comey
1029 Via de la Paz
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aliza Keddem
36 NE 76 Avenue
Portland, OR 97213-6323
 



503 257 1885



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Melick
7-23 Aspen Way
Doylestown, PA 18901-2755



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Garry Cobbum
59277 Hazel Rd
South Bend, IN 46614-9723



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
william stowe
1900 WIND WILLOW WAY #6
ROCHESTER, NY 14624



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
C. K.
Buckby Rd.
Lake Geneva, WI 53147



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Patricia Jolie-Zotzmann
15 Herkimer st
Victory Mills, NY 12884



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Sergio Rivera
3319 N. Karlov Ave
Apt. 3W
Chicago, IL 60641





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Fey
1150 Charlton Ave.
Salt Lake City, UT 84106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debora Tramposh
1525 SE 139th
Portland, OR 97233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Pat Blackwell-Marchant
5737 Medallion Court
Castro Valley, CA 94552-1708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Lovett
2508 Wyeth Court
LOUISVILLE, KY 40220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Lima
9648 Big Springs Road
Christiana, TN 37037
 



615-890-7326



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. jody pitari
441 west end avenue
new york, NY 10024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miklos Antal
Alsomalom
11, ot 7622



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy O'Neil
14 Roysann Way
Durham, NH 03824



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Kuhl
107 Whispering Pines Lane
Greenwood, SC 29646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorenz Steininger
Waldstr.
Hohenwart, ot 86558



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Rigatti
71 Rotary Avenue
Binghamton, NY 13905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Neuzil
8923 Manor Loop
Lakewood Ranch, FL 34202
 



941-306-5614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aurelie Ward
1409 Forest Park Drive
Statesville, NC 28677



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Manio
2228 Costa Palma Ave
North Las Vegas, NV 89031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Woods
1024 Central Ave. N Apt C13
Kent, WA 98032
 



3604511960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Becker
731 N. Main Street
Lindsborg, KS 67456



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Esposito
1510 Rowell Avenue
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266
 



(310) 546-3737



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Duran
1119 Lake Heron Dr.
Annapolis, MD 21403
 



(202) 525-1546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Todisco
corso Risorgimento, 121
Novara, ot 28100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Carie
356 W Bolero Pl
dunnellon, FL 34434



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mjchel philippart
12218 sarazen place
granada hills, CA 91344



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
yvette ecklund
p. o. box 924
norman, OK 73070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betty Merring
833 Lopatcong Street
Belvidere, NJ 07823



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mic99502hael Kiehn
Senior Wildlife Inspector
8230 Opal Drive
Anchorage, AK 99502



 
907-243-8146



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
PLEASE DO READ THIS LETTER AND THE INFORMATION IT CONTAINS. LAS VAGAS
IS ALREADY BIG ENOUGH, MORE GROWTH IS NOT NEEDED. IT IS A 'DESERT'
AFTER ALL.
 
Sincerely,
 



sarah brownrigg
4821 solecito cir
santa fe, NM 87507-2780



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
scott williamson
2-122 trelawne avenue
sault ste. marie, ON P6B 2M9
 



705-542-5809



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Julie Vandergrift
309 W BROOKDALE
Fullerton, CA 92832



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alison McGinty
1340 Toedtli Dr.
Boulder, CO 80305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Wisniewski
13515 John Cline Road
Smithsburg, MD 21783



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Blau
8100 Parkdale Drive
Austin, TX 78757



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeannie Finlay-Kochanowski
229 Majestic Drive
Toledo, OH 43608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Reynoso
6230 Laura Lane
Alvin, TX 77511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Professor Gordon Schochet
315 N. 8th Avenue
89 George Street
Edison, NJ 08817



 
732, 932-9382



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Goslee Reed
1102 New Gambier Rd.
Mount Vernon, OH 43050
 



740-392-4955



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because interbasin water transfers are a spectacularly bad idea.  Such
transfers always affect the ecosystems downstream.  In this case, this will affect the Great
Basin and all the plants and animals that live there.  Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada is appalling. The growth in southern Nevada is unsustainable and
should be met by increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
rather than an interbasin water transfer.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), requires you as the state
engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if you find that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.  The
definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute,  I don't believe that interbasin
transfers are ever environmentally sound.  In this case, it would have catastrophic and
irreversible impacts, which are documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft
environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
Here are the details.  Water tables would drop by 200 feet.   Prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats (192,000-plus acres) would be dried, destroyed and would convert to dryland
grasses and annuals.  This climate change would support invasive species like cheatgrass
and Sahara mustard.  It will destroy 8,000 acres of wetlands along with 310 springs and
125 miles of perennial streams.  Indigenous species would become imperiled and some
species would become extinct.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. Since other options are available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they should be denied.
 
Sincerely,
 
MaryRose  Randall
028 Falls Rd.
Rock Hill, SC 29730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Madres
1150 Forge Road
Cherry Hill, NJ 08034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Merry Guben
8613 Lykens Lane
Philadelphia, PA 19128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Cohen
2952 NE Hoyt St
Portland, OR 97232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glenn Steinke
5710 Viking Drive
Houston, TX 77092



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Lancaster
95 Renfield Street
Guelph, ON N1E 4A5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matt Burgess
POB 1441
Crestline, CA 92325
 



(909) 222-8127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alessandro Faita
corso Risorgimento, 121
Novara, ot 28100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Papaleo
13044 S 46th Way
Phx, AZ 85044-4023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MANAGER Jan Davidson
225 W. Lincoln Street
Iron Mountain, MI 49801
 



906-774-7927



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
First and foremost, There are better options for securing water for Las Vegas than laying
waste to the heart of the Great Basin.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
R Michael Liskay



1110 Terrace Dr
Lake Oswego, OR 97034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Brenner
37258 Huckaby Lane
Murrieta, CA 92562



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CECILE WATERLOT
rue de Straal 54
rue de Straal B 4450 Slins
Slins, ot B 4450





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Bratcher
5602 48th St. Apt. 119
Lubbock, TX 79414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Horschak
50 S. Gouldsboro Rd
Gouldsboro, ME 04607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
This outrageous theft of water is not acceptable.  Las Vegas must learn to conserve water,
not steal more and destroy another precious ecosystem!
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Thomas Mereness



PO Box 272958
Fort Collins, CO 80526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Rosenberg
1880 White Oak Drive #116
Houston, TX 77009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Beaman
92 Congamond Road
Southwick, MA 01077
 



(413) 569-3262



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne Treat
674 NE Franklin Avenue
Chehalis, WA 98532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Albert Honican
316 Lakeview Lane S.E.
 Winter Haven, FL 33884



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Bonkowski
247 Nassau Blvd
Garden City Park, NY 11040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
judith Russo
741 Cherry St
Charlotte, MI 48813



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Stewart
1-0-0-5 Oleander Court,
Sir william jackson grove
Gibraltar, ot GX111AA





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Lou Zeh
8007 Sycamore Creek Dr
Louisville, KY 40222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Feni9x
913 Eastgate Blvd.
Miami, OK 74354



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Reidun Carstens
Vestre Haugen 10
Oslo, ot 1054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Phillips
742 Lupine Dr
San Marcos, CA 92078



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawn Walker Cinco
101 Hobart Avenue
Bayonne, NJ 07002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie Tyler
427 Wellesley Ave
Cincinnati, OH 45224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Sanders
2501 Candlewood Court
Austin, TX 78741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Dana Fredsti
2527 44th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ricky Taylor
4221 114th ST SE
Everett, WA 98208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Krebs
1673 Columbia Rd NW
Washington, DC 20009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Bailey
2915 Moss Creek Court
McKinney, TX 75070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Painter
4311 Cedar Pointe Dr
Snellville, GA 30039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ricki Lubob
11220 72drive
Forest Hills, NY 11375



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Siegmann
6391 Iroquois Road
Westminster, CA 92683



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia van Hartesveldt
7719 Nestle Ave.
Reseda, CA 91335
 



(818) 344-9546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mey arias vasquez
cecilio robelo
df, ot 15900



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheila Chaffins
109 Seneca Drive
Burnet, TX 78611
 



830-265-0451



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Ward
853 King Arthur Dr.
Fayetteville, NC 28314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Donna Pearson
248 Neponset Valley Pkwy
Boston, MA 02136-2453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Wilkinson-Bacchi
PO Box 273
Pilot Hill, CA 95664



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I have seen the bathtub ring in Lake Mead due to less snow and rain and a whole lot more
greed from the Las Vegas area: the water level is down 100' and dropping.  And now these
selfish idiots want to pipe in more water to make their desert lawns bloom and keep the
Bellagio fountains going?  No, no, no!!!  Leave the water for the ecosystem that depends
on it.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 



Sincerely,
 
Susan Wyman
2507 Pittsfield Blvd
Ann Aebor, MI 48104-5240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brittany Carr
311 Fellowship rd
Saltillo, MS 38866
 



(662) 869-1318



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Cromwick
29 Hancock St
Somerville, MA 02144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? Why, when
this culture is killing the planet, would anyone fuel the fire of that destruction with continued
development?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brien Brennan
7200 S Fork Dr



Red Bluff, CA 96080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Mick
5712 Janabyrd Lane
Austin, TX 78749
 



512-584-1017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael and Barbara Hill
P.O.Box 323
 
Elbe, WA 98330-0323





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheila End Nolte
8130 W. Hadley Street
Milwaukee, WI 53222
 



(414) 258-1894



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul G Gullam
2016 Kinross Court
Bakersfield, CA 93309-3638
 



(661) 831-8290



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
suzanne row
2900 W.Range Line Ct.
Mequon, WI 53092



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenifer Schwendiman
6688 Ironwood Ave
Boise, ID 83709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathy watt
9622 Kilarney Dr.
Dallas, TX 75218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nathan Wells
15635 Fox Springs Dr.
Houston, TX 77084



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Benedetto
377 Thomas Ave
Lyndhurst, NJ 07071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Riley
121 Karr Ave
Hoquiam, WA 98550



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Shivers
Volunteer
2696 Bickers St Apt # 2102
Dallas, TX 75212





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nell Green Nylen
2924 Fulton St.
Apt 4
Berkeley, CA 94705





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn Biddle
48 Rice St #1
Cambridge, MA 02140-1817



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
E. Perkins
Box 178
talmage, CA 95481-178



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jayne Poplett
1011 Keystone Ave.
River Forest, IL 60305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Hopper
210 Hoit Road
Concord, NH 03301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Armstrong
10849 Weiner Creek Dr
Baton Rouge, LA 70816-4022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Wallen
3111 4th st.218
santa monica, CA 90405-5453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marijean Dornback
3029 Rosewood Drive
Durham, NC 27705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Dodge
163 Fairview Ave
Homer, AK 99603
 



(907) 299-3677



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Haley Crew
3200 Capital Mall Drive SW Apt. F202
Olympia, WA 98502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aubrey Minutaglio
92 Beecknoll Rd
Forest Hills, NY 11375



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Activist Rick Shreve
501 9th St.
Arcata, CA 95521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paul shankman
704 pleasant
boulder, CO 80302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ira Rabois
213 Tupper Road
Spencer, NY 14883-9640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Ellen Atkinson
207 Arnett Blvd
Danville, VA 24540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Cairns
704 Erlen Road
Plymouth Meeting, PA 19462-2429



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Howard MD
48 Arbona Circle South
Sonora, CA 95370



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amber Sumrall
841 Laurel Glen Rd
Soquel, CA 95073
 



831-477-4375



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edith Montgomery
156 Blue Heron Lane
Ashland, OR 97520
 



(541) 482-2378



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gloria Christal
927 Westholme Av
L.A., CA 90024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Barrett
PO Box 1318
Hightstown, NJ 08520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Shane Nodurft
4025 North Pulaski Road
Chicago, IL 60641-2457
 



773-478-2274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Fred Inman
582 W. Easter Ave.
Littleton, CO 80120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathie Van Epps
7020 Pah Rah Dr.
Sparks, NV 89436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Cooney
140 Center Street
Forty Fort, PA 18704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Bishop
197 Tiger Lily Trl
Franklin, NC 28734
 



828-369-7963



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john wilson
pob 452
darrington, WA 98241



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Duley
16919 Cass Brook Lane
Woodbridge, WA 22191-5113
 



703-221-5761



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I recently visited Great Basin National Park and care deeply about the Great Basin and all
the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David  Schulz
5509 Washington
Downers Grove, IL 60516





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Wilson
801 Highland Ave
Oak Park, IL 60304
 



7086134029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cara Barnhill
45323 Park Sierra Drive Lot 546
Coarsegold, CA 93614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen Peterson
33 Van Pelt Place
Little Falls, NJ 07424



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Treadway
712 N. School St.
Normal, IL 61761



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martina Clark
8 Sherwood Lane
Westampton, NJ 08060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Ryle
9 Marjorie Rd.
Wilmington, MA 01887



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
K Harper
18631-66 Ave
Edmonton, AB T5T 2M3



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Polly E. Lavery
1310 Tennyson Lane
Naperville, IL 60540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Carricart
1541 County Rte 10
Ancram, NY 12502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Madlyn Pape
515 SW 24th St
San Antonio, TX 78207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.  I visited both the beautiful Great Basin and water-wasteful Las Vegas
this summer and strongly feel the former deserves protection.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Blessing
11708 Manor
Leawood, KS 66211



 
(913) 226-6128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Sevier
5324 Birchcroft St
Simi Valley, CA 93063



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marysharon mel
3614 henrico street
norfolk, VA 23513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dea Butcher
32 Ruby Street
West Yarmouth, MA 02673



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Bamford
2315 26th Avenue East
Seattle, WA 98112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Dorfman
1823 Orange St SE
Olympia, WA 98501
 



360-480-9531



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am a biologist writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the
plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. James Lazell
Biologist
1140 Monroe St.



Jackson, MS 39202 2134
 
401 423 2652



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mr warren B harkey
3201 bowman
las cruces, NM 88005
 



(575) 523-0562



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alicia M Zipp
57 Sagamore St
Dorchester, MA 02125
 



(617) 282-6722



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Harris
5877 Baltimore Dr. #16
La Mesa, CA 91942



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharrilynne Hall
307 Montefiore St Apt 113
Lafayette, IN 47905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margreet Ryan
2080 Jaeger Dr.
Dubuque, IA 52003
 



563-583-8634



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Hourihan
2023 Cloverfield Blvd. Apt. G
Santa Monica, CA 90404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
heather clough
7187 lemur st
ventura, CA 93003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Stone
112 Rock Spring Court
Carrboro, NC 27510-4105
 



9196183207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Isabelle Kanz
Box 85
Peconic, NY 11958



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
v Louie
730 5th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
frank lagana
451 warren st
brooklyn, NY 11217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Mechler
312 N Pearl ST
Mart, TX 76664-1144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Blake Nicolazzo
730 Defoe St
Missoula, MT 59802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
My spouse, James, joins me as I write to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin
and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada
Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean and James Genasci
6147 Tallsman Dr NW
Albuquerque, NM 87120



 
5058988644



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Regina Minniss
6 W. Mt. Vernon Place
Baltimore, MD 21201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
BILL BALDRIDGE
2804 RINGGOLD CT
WOODBRIDGE, VA 22192



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Richard Anderton
3387 Hunter Village Dr
West Valley City, UT 84128-2635



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanie Steinhaus
2001 Breeze Hollow
Austin, TX 78741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Wooley
621 S. California St.
Dillon, MT 59725



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
+
duh...no.  stop building in the desert and you won't have the problem in the first place.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
terri armao



812 s.adams st
arlington, VA 22204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shravasti Singh
38771 Bell Street, Apt.#3
Fremont, CA 94536



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dana woods
830 e ross ave
phoenix, AZ 85024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Shull
4716 SE Taylor St.
Portland, OR 97215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
clint chase
340 hillgate way
layton, UT 84041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert  Pendergrass
1914 w Ithica
Broken Arrow, OK 74012
 



(918) 455-2172



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Prussman
413 Shangri La Circle
Edgewater, FL 32132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Lumina Greenway
17 Camden Court
Wakefield, RI 02879
 



(401) 284-2828



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Rachel Horlings
618 Allen St #1
Syracuse, NY 13210
 



315-200-4342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin McElfresh
5005 Georgi Lane, Unit 178
Houston, TX 77092
 



(713) 956-0715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stefanie Kaku
Spindrift
Carmel, CA 93923



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Schacht
1330 Whittier Road
Grosse Pointe Park, MI 48230
 



313-884-0263



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Stevens
214 East Kelso Road
Columbus, OH 43202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Sellers
3901 Clayton Rd.#66
Concord, CA 94521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Carpenter
340 Esplanade Ave APT 21
Pacifica, CA 94044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniela Franco
Lisboa
Lisboa, ot 1150 252



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Marcus
11661 Mitchell St
Hamtramck, MI 48212
 



313-368-0791



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Bernal
2032 Stratford Ave
South Pasadena, CA 9103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Erickson
16222 Windemere Circle
Southgate, MI 48195



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lois Rezvani
98 Hamlet Dr.
Mount Sinai, NY 11766



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carolyn lombardi
320 edgegrove avenue
si, NY 10312
 



718 356 5086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Hoyle
P.O. Box 11752
Knoxville, TN 37939



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
BC Macdonald
POB69
Albion, CA 95410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jay Rice
72 Holstrom Circle
Novato, CA 94947
 



415-897-7227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret  Adams
10250 Camarillo Street
Apt.3L
Toluca Lake, CA 91602



 
818-762-5406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carl Skipworth
5715 Simms Street
Hollywood, FL 33021
 



954-966-5898



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Benedict
45320 Mill Cove Harbor RD
California, MD 20619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert LeGault
1801 Center St.
Stevens Point, WI 54481



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Alexander
362 Marin Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Klutey
6934 Waikiki Road
Jacksonville, FL 32216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jackie Taylor
2215Chippewa Trail
Maitland, FL 32751



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erica Maranowski
5040 N Fessenden St.
Portland, OR 97203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Niskanen
8500 Kathleen Ave
St. Louis, MO 63123-3604
 



3147236328



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick J Mitchell
21 Patricia RD
POUGHKEEPSIE, NY 12603-1011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gina Pantier
37632 26th Dr S
Federal Way, WA 98003
 



253-517-9931



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ian Micklewright
301 Hugo St., Apt. 3
San Francisco, CA 94122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Riversong
1080 Prickly Mountain Road
Warren, VT 05674
 



802-496-4452



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Young
4910 W. Hanover Avenue
Dallas, TX 75209
 



2143576963



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Bailey
2315 South 34th Street
Lincoln, NE 68506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Wedel
1023 Tulane Drive
Mountain View, CA 94040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Paul Nelson
25181 Daniel Boone Parkway
Racine, WV 25165
 



304-836-5983



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Gilleran
150 Easton Road
Westport, CT 06880



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rudy Sovinee
1935 Sunset Dr
Escondido, CA 92025-6629



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Roberts
132 Beulah St.
San Francisco, CA 94117
 



(415) 933-8967



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Frank Lorch
physician
1522 Lynway Dr.
Charlotte, NC 28203



 
(704) 442-2539



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jennifer Formoso
3419 Suter St
Oakland, CA 94602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leda Zimmerman
7 Linmoor Terrace
Lexington, MA 02420
 



(781) 652-8632



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Spencer Stall
Retired
P.O. Box 1001
El Prado, NM 87529





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Zimmerman
1245 N. Kings Rd. #22
West Hollywood, CA 90069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Dorothy Montgomery
560 E Monaco Pl
Tucson, AZ 85704
 



(520) 297-3654



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Donald Ross
5915 Rockawalkin Rd.
Salisbury, MA 21801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy Kupsaw
6669 Thornhill Drive
Oakland, CA 94611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
My daughter lives in Las Vegas and that city has more foreclosed homes and has been so
overbuilt that it needs to slow down.  Only recently have builders started to embrace the
concept of incorporating desert landscaping rather than green grass for medians and front
yards.  Perhaps more attention needs to be paid to recycling water as they do in casinos
rather than importing water from the Great Basin.  We need to maintain some of nature's
glories rather than destroy them. 



 
Sincerely,
 
bobbi wolner
554 gold ave
felton, CA 95018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Mel R Dickerson
611 W. Chicago Blvd.
Tecumseh, MI 49286
 



(517) 423-2228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
BRITTNI PALMORE
4272 windsong circle
trussville, AL 35173



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Milene Johnson
7886 Sutton Pl. N.E.
Warren, OH 44484



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick M. Donovan
60 Plaza St. E., Apt. 5A
Brooklyln, NY 11238-5026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Haddad
803 East Coolspring Ave.
Michigan City, IN 46360-6352
 



219 872-1246



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Josephine Jennings
8701 S. Kolb Road 5-221
Tucson, AZ 85756-9607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Davies
914 Wilson Ave
Green Bay, WI 54303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Layne Martin
906 Dexter Ave N # L518
Seattle, WA 98109
 



206-455-1142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen Gerrity
1247 Mohawk Drive
Port Charlotte, FL 33952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenda Goldman
348 East 87th Street
New York, NY 10128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john bowman
75 Bridges farm road
Youngsville, NC 27596



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lenora Penrod
475 Ln 415 Jimmerson Lk
Fremont, IN 46737



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Rhyne-Tucker
501 W 11th
kansas city, MO 64105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary hanley
128 n peck
lagrange, IL 60525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
b reid
500 n monroe st
fulton, IN 46931



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vikas Verma
902 W Remington Dr
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-2110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Doran
2353 Murphy7 Road
Aransas Pass, TX 78336



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Foley Jr
33 Water Street FL 2
Attleboro, MA 02703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Jones
214A W. 5th
Stillwater, OK 74074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
simone leiss
portugal
lloret, ot 17310
 



0034669565747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Johnson
8 Oak Street
Great Barrington, MA 01230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Lentz
448 E Tompkins St
Columbus, OH 43202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Susan Scheurer
235 Pawnee Drive
Boulder, CO 80303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
margaret Sellers
61 Red Bridge Road
North Grosvenordale, CT 06255



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Rehn
5130 SE 30th Av
#9
Portland, OR 97202





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Marilyn Gulledge
3301 Mildonhall ct.
College Station, TX 77845



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john cabe
875 hwy 321 n.
lenoir city, TN 37771
 



8659516690



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dee Seahawk
8607 Pine Cone Ct
Tampa, FL 33604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katharine Wiebe
192 Furby St
Winnipeg, MB R3C 2A7



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maria garcia
level2, Noarlunga House, Noarlunga Centre
Adelaide, ot 5168



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lete Davis
21843 SW Sherwood Blvd., #203
Sherwood, OR 97140



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
georgia Sizemore
816 Rosedale Terrace
Crete, IL 60417



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
georgia Sizemore
816 Rosedale Terrace
Crete, IL 60417



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I strongly urge you to deny the SNWA Water Rights Applications.
 
I care deeply about the natural world that sustains us.  I am appalled at the Southern
Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually
from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
 
Why would we pump this water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs?  These include increased
conservation, smart growth management, and desalination options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not.  This is given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 



M. Buckner
104 Wildflower Lane
Shepherdstown, WV 25443
 
304-876-0690



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Emily Willoughby
17000 53rd. Ave. S.
Tukwila, WA 98188



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evelyn Brooks
434 S Gaylord St
Denver, CO 80209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lois Sparkman
2476 Ivan Court
ORLANDO, FL 32807



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vilma White
31463 Britton Circle
Temecula, CA 92591



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Wood
Address
City, MD 21801
 



443-614-9972



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Cohn
55 Homeview Dr
Dayton, OH 45415



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I refuse to allow shortsightedness and an appalling lack of
care for the environment to devastate the Great Basin from wholesale export of water.  I
can't believe the Southern Nevada Water Authority thinks it is acceptable to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada---the outrageously unsustainable city
of Las Vegas especially---to prop up unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Procter
21 Aster Way



Santa Fe, NM 87508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rimal Singh
19 National Pl
Irvine, CA 92602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Breecker
General Delivery
Medanales, NM 87548-9999
 



505-685-4891



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Howard Cherrington
P.O.Box 681/ 3 Myer Creek Rd
Twisp, WA 98856



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Connie Williams
206 Almond St
Platte City, MO 64079



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
victoria and david Wallace
17822 Highway 94
dulzura, CA 91917-1112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lewis Cisle
PO Box 470
Belfast, ME 04915



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n kaluza
159 Las Vegas Rd
Orinda, CA 94563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kim english
1425 broadway
logansport, IN 46947
 



5747216560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phyllis Fast
498 Long Hill Road
Gillette, NJ 07933
 



(908) 647-2650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Angela Christopher
801 e 157 st
clevelanad, OH 44110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rachel chaput
246 hunters lane
dingmans ferry, PA 18328
 



(570) 828-7880



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheri Hill
PO Box 684
North Beach, MD 20714



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Haas
443 West 24 Street
New York, NY 10011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
philip brown
61 Woodland Dr
Oak Brook, IL 60523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Elder
313 Plainview Place P O  Box 861
Manitou Springs, CO 80829



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebekah O'Brien
3511 Blackhawk Drive
New Port Richey, FL 34652



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Reid
10903 Palisades Ave SW
Vashon, WA 98070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Lapointe
142 Joseph St.
Timmins, ON P4N 4E1



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcia Corbin
Po Box 9312
Aspen, CO 81612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Clonen
4015 Green Park Drive
Mount Joy, PA 17552



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roy Chavez
104 W. Palo Verde Dr.
Superior, CA 85173
 



(527) 827-9133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stanley Becker
370 West Broadway, Apt 3C
Long Beach, NY 11561-3915
 



516 431 6788



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael McCoy
2736 E. Stratford Dr.
Tucson, AZ 85716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
My wife and I spend at least part of most vacations in the Great Basin of Nevada. Though
most of our trips are in the northern parts of Washoe and Humboldt Counties, we have
visited and enjoyed many other areas, including the Nevada/Utah border region. Like the
Center for Biological Diversity, I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carl May
814 Sierra Street
Moss Beach, CA 94038





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Patricia McCain
1213 JimMathis Rd
Bryan, TX 77808



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan Buckner
407 Reid
Marion, NC 28752



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Clark
9668 covemeadow dr
Dallas, TX 75238-1820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Short
16 Keys Drive #9
Peabody, MA 01960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
evan white
718 pine st.
san francisco, CA 94108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
laura bienemann
618 n. illinois rte 180
williamsfield, IL 61489-9512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
E M Valencia
Douglass St
San Francisco, CA 94114
 



(602) 252-8691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Setsuko Maruki-Fox
3967 Almar Rd.
Grants Pass, OR 97527



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Boccia
48 Castlemere Crescent
Scarborough, ON m1w 1k3



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Boivin
3297 Orchid Way
Prescott, AZ 86305
 



6239372163



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
fay eldred
41 chamberlain ave
brunswick, ME 04011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
vicki connon
221 N le blve de la paix
south bend, IN 466145



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen Barillaro
Main St
Somerville, MA 02143
 



(617) 666-6666



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leigh Ann DiCarlo
2536 B Guadalupe Place
Holloman AFB, NM 88330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
After draining the Great Basin, what will Southern Nevada want next? 
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Cobb
3880 Ellendale Road



Moreland Hills, OH 44022-1124
 
440 24704392



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Lawrence Crowley
441 Pheasant Run
Louisville, CO 80027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy Fugate
6685 Stillwell-Beckett Road
Oxford, OH 45056
 



513-523-3449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Rineer
1001 Hornet Way
Fullerton, CA 92831-2708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Cosgrove
1927 Watercrest Drive
Auburn, AL 36830
 



(334) 826-0307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arthur Delgadillo
11848 206 Th St.
Lakewood, CA 90715
 



562 924-1619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Lorts
5108 Sunrise Dr Apt C
Jefferson City, MO 65101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Goetz
PO Box 7016
Santa Monica, CA 90406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deanna  Johnson
2340 Oak Meadow Drive
O' Fallon, MO 63368
 



(636) 625-7038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
judith  white
1307 4th st
neptune beach, FL 32266



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherry Blackshear
1312 Tipperary Dr.
Grapevine, TX 76051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve lucas
2706 del curto rd
austin, TX 78704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
August Scheer
523 Almena Ave
Ardsley, NY 10502
 



9144795534



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
August Scheer
523 Almena Ave
Ardsley, NY 10502
 



9144795534



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. jan Lochner
3710 Hicks Road
Sebastopol, CA 95472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Conley
81 Avenel Blvd. Apt. 105A
Long Branch, NJ 07740



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ivan Engle
605 Bosque St.
Tularosa, NM 88352-2228
 



575-000-0000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Gunther
9 Pearse Place
Beacon, NY 12508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Pina
1921 s. Shenandoah st. #8
Los Angeles, CA 90034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irene Pozzolo
2125 Berkley Ave
North Vancouver, BC V7H 1Z6



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
When you have to steal from nature to support a place that should have never been built in
the first place it's time to suspect the intelligence of the people supporting that theft.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
catt napp



504 Hill Street
Radcliff, KY 40160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate Laessig
98 church str
Haledon, NJ 07508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aimee Cervenka
1001 S Westcliff PL
Spokane, WA 99224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kaitie Helling
3133 Tally Ho Drive
St. Charles, MO 63301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Chavez
391 6th Avenue
Holland, MI 49424
 



(616) 942-2365



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Remy
1132 East Paint St.
Washington Court House, OH 43160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cara Anderson
2445 Juniper Ave.
Boulder, CO 80304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Loretta Lehman
54 Glutzshole Rd
Duncannon, PA 17020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary McHone
126 Merk Rd.
Watsonville, CA 95076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Charlotte R Pisoni
930 Peace Haven Dr.
St. Louis, MO 63125
 



(314) 892-7262



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Cerqua
306 Scholls School Rd.
Quakertown, PA 18951



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andreina Granado
12978 SW 20 TERR
Miami, FL 33175
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jackie Pomies
1271 - 38th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94122-1334



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
linda marble
223 e grand river #2
williamston, MI 48895



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan McCreary
POB 3042
Silver City, NM 88062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Red Taylor
100 Southern Cross Ct.
Roseville, CA 95747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
katie palani
316 california ave
reno, NV 89509



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bryon Reynolds
91 S Cypress Ct
Chandler, AZ 85226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Grula
2142 E. Crary St.
Pasadena, CA 91104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Craig
705 Tanley Rd.
Silver Spring, MD 20904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Garmon Toni
103 Honeysuckle
Dawsonville, GA 30534-5732



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriela Ferland
6491 Towhlen Road
North Port, FL 34291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ray Kalinski
P.O.Box 700743
Saint Cloud, FL 34770-0743



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Hill
P. O. Box # 1462
Dahlonega, GA 30533



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Brown
198 Button Rd.
Saint Albans, VT 05478



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David White
1922 Stuart St.
Berkeley, CA 94703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Chesney
5187 Somerset Drive
Las Vegas, NV 89120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Raymond
12145 Racine Road
Warren, MI 48093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gayle Sierzega
5049 W. Cornelia Ave
Chicago, IL 60641



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LINDA L RIDENOUR
33628 Brand St.
Lake Elsinore, CA 92530
 



(951) 678-2300



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Lynn
100 Commons Rd., Suite 7-185
Dripping Springs, TX 78620
 



512-769-7823



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristen Swanson
830 W 5th Ave #5
Eugene, OR 97402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melvin Bautista
4210 E Kiowa St
Phoenix, AZ 85044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Blake Payne
2008 N 46th Terrace
Fort Smith, AR 72904-6334



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Elmes
5 Roma Court
West Pennant Hills    NSW, ot 2125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Elkins
5025 Pirotte Drive
San Diego, CA 92105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Catherine Gardner
4 Brook Forest Ct
Arden, NC 28704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Saab Lofton
619 Third Avenue
Seattle, WA 98104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. robert moeller
579 Glen St
Glens Falls, NY 12801
 



518-253-1579



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gina Myers
640 8th Street
Jacksonville , OR 97530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Genaro Avila
Ave. 6 No. 15 M. Hidalgo.
Guaymas, Sonora, SC 85440



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
larry fleischman
30 canal st
nyc, NY 10002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Pagnani
32 Hungerford Road
Colchester, CT 06415



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colette Cole-Saner
912 Highknoll Ct, 54
Villa Hills, KY 41017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Moore
3530 San Mateo Ave.
Reno, NV 89509



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs Edna Mullen
37 Hollybush Road
Blurton
Stoke-on-Trent, ot ST3 2AY





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
j k
534 twin oaks
polk, PA 16342
 



8144371270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Curtis
389 cherokee
Flagstaff, AZ 86001
 



9286004956



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawn Mason
P.O. Box 1085
Pottsville, PA 17901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Curtis
389 cherokee
Flagstaff, AZ 86001
 



9286004956



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maria kelly
121 nassau st
brooklyn, NY 11222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lawrence Seidl
21 Ivy Ln.
Denver, CO 80220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margart Beard
13 Stoney Creek Cv
Lakeway, TX 78734



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Rathbun
2440 Lake Forest Street
Escondido, CA 92026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Whitford
2626 Thousand Oaks Dr
San Antonio, TX 78232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Beal
old post office
town st
laredo, TX 78040





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Solon
Hammond
Hammond, IN 46324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim Calder
1226 W Hermosa Dr
Tempe, AZ 85282



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. gary hayden
17 agar pl
so. hackensack, NJ 07606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Joseph
10137 S Ave M
Chicago, IL 60617



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Albert Chiu
Skyline Blvd
Oakland, CA 94611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ellen Scribner
13022 Silver Creek Dr.
Austin, TX 78727



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tina Gallaway
2458 Baker St.
Harrisburg, PA 17103
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Simpson
PO Box 217
Chartley, MA 02712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Jacob
2157 N.E. Grant St.
Hillsboro, OR 97124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William King
201 11th street
Windber, PA 15963
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Benton Elliott
1313 Lincoln Street, #605
Eugene, OR 97401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cat day
3632 ridge rd
westminster, MD 21157



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Madison Ambrose Hall
1632 South 13th West, Apt. B
Missoula, MT 59801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeannine Bourdeaux
27397 New School Road
Nevada City, CA 95959



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liz Dyer
6604 10th StB1
Alexandria, VA 22307
 



(757) 425-2123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Herring
2608 Night Jasmine Dr
Simi Valley, CA 93065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John  Anthony Leone
2305  Lucaya  Ln.     Apt.   B 1
Coconut Creek, FL 33066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James P Samis
1117 Pacific Ave,  #7
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266
 



(310) 374-4549



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MARTIN ANSELL
8715 WEST KNOLL DRIVE
WEST HOLLYWOOD, CA 90069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Lewis-Dougherty
13644 Twin Creek Lane
Lake Oswego, OR 97035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mark wolgamuth
40 hawxhurst rd
monroe, NY 1050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Cohen
1540 Elevado Street
Los Angeles, CA 90026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Southern Nevada Water Authority has requested the pumping of 57 billion gallons of water
annually from  aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. However, Nevada's "interbasin
water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), requires the state engineer to deny an application
if the proposed transfer is not "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
The Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement" finds that water
tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland habitats
would be dried and converted to dryland grasses and annuals. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands,  310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams would be destroyed. Species of
desert fish and springsnails would go extinct. Other species harmed would include the
greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn
and elk.
 
Please explore other means of meeting the water needs of southern Nevada, including
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fran Gustman
14 Lane Park
Brighton, MA 02135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Graham
26 HAESSIG GLEN ROAD
Wallkill, NY 12589



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judie Mackie
2743 Salt Point Tpk
Clinton Corners, NY 12514



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine  Arnston
3213 Kismet Ct.
New Port Richey, FL 34655-3400



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William McBain
n4143 sisters farm rd
ladysmith, WI 54848



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Jensen
13163 Fountain Park Drive # 107
Playa Vista, CA 90094
 



310 745-0636



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Peterson
890 Rockwell Ln. #10
Cloverdale, CA 95425
 



707-894-2187



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Hoag
1416 Moravian Falls Rd.
Wilkesboro, NC 28697



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edmund Schlee
18 Ronan Rd.
Glen Cove,, NY 11542



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gina Staskal
119 Cardinal Lane
Fall River, WI 53932



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Dean
6733 Lappan Rd
Alpena, MI 49707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deb Barr
67979 Ridge Way
Montrose, CO 81403
 



970-901-9270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
R Wells
442 S. Alexandria Avenue #1
Los Angeles, CA 90020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Eve Kushner
463 Arlington Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707-1608
 



(510) 527-6647



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carrie Steadman
7132 S. Bryant St. #234
Littleton, CO 80120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Burns
32 Maple Ave., Apt 7
Keene, NH 03431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Davie
1385 Coach Road
Argyle, NY 12809



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanne Hartzog
6370 Woodmoor Ave N W
Canton, OH 44718-1262



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeremy Del nero
31 Hallock St Apt 1
Amherst, MA 01002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
K. Marlin
1929 18th St, NW
Washington, DC 20009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. sean koudelka
11807 n cherry hills dr e
sun city, AZ 85351



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Candelaria
335 North San Pedro Road
San Rafael, CA 94903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maureen thomas-murphy
4205 bates
st louis, MO 63116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ben Brooks
46 Adams Street
Somerville, MA 02145



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Pina
1921 s. Shenandoah st. #8
Los Angeles, CA 90034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lowell Young
5589 Meadow Ln.
Mariposa, CA 95338



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carrie west
3605 n franklin
muncie, IN 47303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annie Bowling
919 Orris Dr
Bloomington, IN 47404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Hunt
248 Juniper St
Vacaville, CA 95688



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Frank Rimler
250 W 90 STreet
NY, NY 10024
 



917 441-0804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nadia mykolayevych
3 crawford
cambridge, MA 02139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ian Cox
761 boylston av east
seattle, WA 98102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen N.
Private
964 Balboa St.
Morro Bay, CA 93442-2306





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Come on guys, do you really think it would be a good idea to expand a city in the middle of
the freaking desert? Allocate the valuable resources elsewhere.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caleb Robertson



100 addison ave
franklin, TN 37064
 
615-830-4249



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Michael Dutton
51 Bateman Avenue
Newport, RI 02840
 



401-849-2200



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kirstyn Werner
5930 Wimbledon way
Riverside, CA 92506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. James Hamilton
2412 P.V.Dr.W.
Palos Verdes Estates, CA 90274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing because I'm very angry about the proposed "transfer of water" in Nevada to
the Southern Water Authority. This is ridiculous. It's about killing ranches, farms, and a
whole ecosystem, for the benefit of the Las Vegas area so they can ignore reality as much
as possible. It is morally wrong, and is one more bad water policy in a long history of bad
policy in the arid West.
 
Please deny the application for this transfer. It's the best thing you can do for everyone
involved, including the Las Vegas area. But it would be essential for the environment, i.e.
the beautiful wilds of Nevada. I love the area that would be protected. Please protect it.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Roger A Barthelson
1770 N Lone Ridge Pl
Tucson, AZ 85745
 
(520) 882-5946



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maura riley
10 reservoir st
nashua, NH 03064
 



603-315-1675



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Griffin
5715 Vineland Ave #4
North Hollywood, CA 91601-2032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Harless
105 Hidden Dr
Scotts Valley, CA 95066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CARLA DAVIS
777 MEADOWSWEET DR
CORTE MADERA, CA 949225-174



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matt Olrich
9 Falmouth Cove
San Rafael, CA 94901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Rodriguez
1128 N Cahuenga Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 216 billion liters of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 60 meters; 78,000-plus hectares of prime Great Basin
shrubland habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and
annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand
acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 200 kilometers of
perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Roach
1705 Piper Lane #206
Centerville, OH 45440



 
999-999-9999



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harvey weinbeRg
660 N Olive St
ventura, CA 930011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fletcher Hutchins
5439 Fallriver Row Ct.
Columbia, MD 21044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
BENNIE WOODARD
208 E LAKE HOWARD DR
WINTER HAVEN, FL 33881



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely, Gael Evans
 
Gael Evans
2618 West Madison
Springfield, MO 65802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms holly lamar
209 10th Ave S
Nashville, TN 37203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Hearn
6 Sawtooth Lane
Hatboro, PA 19040-2053



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
daniel Greider
1747 billview dr
Lancaster, PA 17601
 



717 3926315



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Wallace
2338 Ransom Ave
Oakland, CA 94601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Ranger
967 Huron St, E.
London, ON N5Y4K5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Geraldine Racik
16520 Calle Pulido
San Diego, CA 92128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a former California resident who visited your state very often I am writing to you
because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there,
and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cherie Swann
300 South Broadway
TARRYTOWN, NY 10591



 
8773321393



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl R Costigan
PO Box 490
Athol, ID 83801
 



(208) 661-4904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CARLA DAVIS
777 MEADOWSWEET DR
CORTE MADERA, CA 949225-174



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chiara Rognone
corso Gastaldi, 1
Vercelli, ot 13100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robyn little
9 pine street
twenty nine palms, CA 92277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Bailey
25801 Marguerite Parkway, No. 103
Mission Viejo, CA 92692



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Higgins
991 Dean Dr
Atlanta, GA 30318



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Armour
4167 Rt. 209
New Paltz, NY 12484



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandee Sorel-LeDuc
287 Poitras Rd
Bristol, CT 06010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carl Blaetz
35 Bear Head Rd.
Medford, NJ 08055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Engelke
8A Thornfield Road
London, ot W12 8JG



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marion Brown
7919 S South Shore Dr
Chicago, IL 60617
 



7732211120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs Ruth Clampitt
17 Marlborough Close
Weston, ot SG4 7DN



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda McKillip
5 Farmhouse Rd
Erial, NJ 08081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Blanchette
35 Forest Glen Rd
Valley Cottage, NY 10989



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald E Kosak
N68W13130 Ranch Road
Menomonee Falls, WI 53051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeff kershaw
505 myrtle dr.
monmouth, OR 97361
 



503-838-4104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jerry L evans
3099 highway 58 south
kinston, NC 28504-6933
 



2525274302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Harry Mauney
1795 John Small Ave
Washington, NC 27889
 



2529466090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
You have got to be kidding me. Drain a vast or any part of the Great Basin for Las
vegas!!!! Enough is enough please stop this incredible misuse of our natural resources.I
am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
catherine dale
4645 cavedale road



glen ellen, CA 95442



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from Great Basin aquifers
in central and eastern Nevada. Why  pump water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in Nevada's "interbasin water
transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), the water authority's request is not environmentally
sound by any stretch of the imagination.  Catastrophic, irreversible impacts would occur as
a result of the groundwater extraction documented in the Bureau of Land Management's
"draft environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
The toll on species would be extreme:  some species of would go extinct.  Other species
would suffer catastopic harm, including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern
willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah, and are grounds for denying the authority's water-right applications.  In
light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, the
aplications should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ralph Elias
6931 Clearwind Court, #A
Baltimore, MD 21209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Church
1899 Middle Two Rock Rd.
Petaluma, CA 94952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Dick
332 Springdale Road
Meadow Bridge, WV 25976-6942



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Mineo
184 Solheim Lane
Raleigh, NC 27603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Krista Schmidt
1510 W Liddell Dr
Tucson, AZ 85704
 



520-780-8373



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
heather juarez
4025 e. hwy 67
cleburne, TX 76031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Smith
Constitution ave
Washington, DC 20560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Chiappini
8028Henry Street
Millville, NJ 08332
 



no



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Kelly J Schroeder
725 W. 12th St.
Tempe, AZ 85281
 



(480) 921-4055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
E. Schmidt
48 Cathcart Dr., #C
Ellisville, MO 63021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Crystal Yengich
143 W. Princeton Dr.
Midvale, UT 84047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Morgaine Hamouris
12222 N38th Pl
`Phoenix, AZ 85032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jakez DEROUET
10, Ar Verouri Nevez
Plomelin/Ploveilh, ot 29700



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Brandi McCauley
6215 Woodland Road
Des Moines, IA 50312
 



515-274-5095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Author, Professo James W Gibson
Author, Professor
3210 Kelton Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90034



 
(310) 923-3227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph H Shulman
6249 Romo Street
San Diego, CA 92115-6932
 



(619) 286-7754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jamie LeDent
2185 Chatsworth
San Diego, CA 92107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvie Rochat
Rue du chateau 1
La Sarraz, ot 1315



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sandra smith
111 pacific
toronto, ON m6p2p2



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Fitch
2711 Short Road
Eau Claire, WI 54701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Brown
11 King Street
Warwick, RI 02886
 



401-837-5274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claudia Eads
P O Box 368
Fawnskin, CA 92333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Myrna Freeman
33075 Church Street
North Fork, CA 93643



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Steven KLine
6508 Black Head Rd
Baltimore, MD 21220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary L.
Washington St.
Charleston, WV 25301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claudia Heilke
240 Roskin Road
Porter, IN 46304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cody Dolnick
PO Box 942
Joshua Tree, CA 92252



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
WILLIAM EISEN
9629 168  ave
WEST OLIVE, MI 49460
 



6168489537



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Beard
1532 7th Ave W
Seattle, WA 98119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jose Longoria Jr
9606 Hidden Plains St
San Antonio, TX 78250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
Please sir think of the future of these animals and the water and the land.  Once it is gone
so we may go.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Coey



302 5977 177B Street
Surrey, BC V3S4J7



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Herbert E.  Larson
18464 Lakeshore Blvd. #102
Apt. 102
Cleveland, OH 44119-1256



 
2165314616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Zettler
2312 Anton Court
Marshfield, WI 54449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ann furey
1047 steele blvd
baldwin, NY 11510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Galvin
26 New Milford Ave
26 New Milford Ave
Dumont, NJ 07628





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia D Brooks
7235 Sharpview Dr.
Houston, TX 77074
 



(713) 772-7320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Mylius
1702 Fawn Dr
1702 Fawn Dr
Austin, TX 78741



 
512-443-6805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julija Merljak
110 Leonard Ave.
Neptune, NJ 07753
 



7327742890



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Janie Malsin
12391 SW 109th Terrace
MIAMI, FL 33186-3710
 



305 271-5130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cher young
Retired Foreign Service
12133 Via Milano
San Diego, CA 92128-3781



 
8582176474



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Ott
6105 Sheree Dr.
Milton, FL 32570



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Bonk
6861 Laronda Lane
Las Vegas, NV 89156



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bitterroot Natio Elise Marks
87 Fairmont Place
Burlington, VT 05408
 



802-951-5933



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Spera
9393 C.R. 4136
Tyler, TX 75706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Faye  Soares
476 N. 4th Street
San Jose, CA 95112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
KATHLEEN CONWAY
2422 LOYOLA DRIVE
DAVIS, CA 95618
 



5307531098



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheryl Koch
4218 Garden District Drive
Simpsonville, SC 29681



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gordon JOhnston
2917 North Halleck Street
Portland, OR 97217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Reynolds
115 E. Park Terrace Ave.
Flagstaff, AZ 86001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs Linda Rubin
14723 Bartley Lane
Jamul, CA 91935
 



619-977-4393



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Reynolds
2047 Gay Drive
Sulphur, LA 70665



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emanuel Falcone
11124 Sea Tropic Lane
Fort Myers, FL 33908



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim  Caszatt
5825 Tipton Way
Los Angeles, CA 90042
 



323 257 78512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Davina Vora
10 lookout ave
New Paltz, NY 12561



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Delaney Brown
106 River St
Conway, NH 03818



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen O'Connor
3565 Stafford
Arlington, VA 22206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randall SChietzelt
4419 Walkup Road
Crystal Lake, IL 60012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ofosuah Quaynor
611 Pearl St. #3
Ypsilanti, MI 48197



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Loretta Aja
127 Tavistock
Cherry Hill, NJ 08034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Noel Crim
13249 W. Keystone Dr.
Sun City West, AZ 85375



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glen Aponte
742B Metcalf Avenue
Bronx, NY 10473



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Wolf
2220 Capra Way
Colorado Spgs, CO 80919



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Hawkins
316 Heather Cir
Brevard, NC 28712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Armen Carapetian
231 San Jose Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94110
 



415-255-8696



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Soos
Po box 287
Grand lake, CO 80447
 



970-887-3440



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise BARGER
15340 Ruggles St
San Leandro, CA 94579-2026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marian Hayes
109 - 23rd Ave. E. #316
Seattle, WA 98112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
therese paige
341 pastureview drive
Baton Rouge, LA 70810



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terrell Rodefer
13609 Valerio Street, Unit B
Van Nuys, CA 91405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sherry owens
1274 sunvalley cove
memphis, TN 38109
 



9012927449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Although I have lived in Florida for many decades, I have been involved with several
studies of Nevada fishes that resulted in peer-reviewed publications and, in one case, a
listing of a native fish as an endangered species.  More water withdrawal would likely
become a disaster to many native fishes and other endemic aquatic organisms (plus other
species that depend on those water sources).
 



In summary, kill the pipeline effort.  What is unique to the Great Basin and found nowhere
else on this planet?  Natural resources or people??
 
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Walter R. R Courtenay, Jr.
5005 NW 59th Terrace
Gainesville, FL 32653-4065
 
(352) 371-8302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lois White
1299 Williams Drive
Shrub Oak, NY 10588



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanne Sofia
25 Barrington Drive
Wheatley Heights, NY 11798



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex CabreraMD
6736 Allness Glen Ln
Charlotte, NC 28269



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joyce schwartz
486 northwestern ave
altamonte springs, FL 32714



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joyce schwartz
486 northwestern ave
altamonte springs, FL 32714



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel Hill
P.O. Box 923
Felton, CA 95018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care about the Great Basin and the plants and animals that
live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Timothy Landry
2100 Connecticut Ave. NW - 705
Washington, DC 85739
 



(202) 425-7187



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brandon Braegelmann
7005 NE Davis St
Portland, OR 97213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Hocevar
P.O. Box 364
Georgetown, CO 80444



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephan Silen
832 Fawn Drive
San Anselmo, CA 94960-1134
 



(707) 545-1200



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marc Nutter
8441 Nowlen
Mentor, OH 44060
 



440 5677745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jennifer Sumiyoshi
Castle Hill Ave.
Las Vegas, NV 89129
 



702-321-0502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Candace Rocha
1936 Whitmore Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Hendershot
8210 La Serena Drive
Tampa, FL 33614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Willett
914 TOWER AVE
Superior, WI 54880
 



218-213-1005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
allison saft
1327 Willow Ave
Melrose Park, PA 19027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Bevsek
3312 Queen Anne Way
Colorado Springs, CO 80917



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ann Bizzell
5460-A Hampton Ct.
Willoughby, OH 44094



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabrielle Kayser
2 Pine Street
Hicksville, NY 11801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sue warner
959 mayo
crystal river, FL 34465



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tony Fuller
1590 Adobe Rd
Petaluma, CA 94954



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
KYLE ERICKSEN
250 Mercer Street, #c314
New York, NY 10012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
wendy starr
PO Box 118
Windsor, VT 05089



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jen-yen Chen
161 Brewster Dr
Galloway, NJ 08205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stephanie spiers
4687 voltaire street
san diego, CA 92107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Justine George
4301 Ruskin Dr
Charlotte, NC 28209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
christiane vander motte
1, av des 9 Provinces
Brussels, ot 1083
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
I am writing because this kind of heinious robbery has gone too far.  These thieves should
be punished accordingly.  We the honest peoples of the Earth demand justice.  Don't let
them kill us like that.  To each his home and nothing lost to the perverted muggers.
Sincerely,
 
silvi davis



6405 auburn
virginia beach, VA 23464



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anna karp
312 westover ave
norfolk, VA 23507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norma Parker
30850 Walking Horse Lane
Big Arm, MT 59910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vincent Campanaro
61 Klein Drive
Yardville, NJ 08620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samuel Moore
2368 Holt Ave
Columbus, OH 43219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Frumento
7777 Gainford St
Downey, CA 90240
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Rolf
679 1/2 N. Maple
Colville, WA 99114-3049



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Sellers
601 Ann Street
Frankfort, IN 46041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalie Bates
806 Scott St
San Gabriel, CA 91776



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brooks Darrah
6457 N. Bell Ave.
Chicago, IL 60645



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada.  Why would you pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet;  192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard.  Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct.  Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah.  Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause.  In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Boyce
P.O. Box 274
Hatboro, PA 19040-0274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tina Herzog
2211 Skyline Drive
Slatington, PA 18080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tia Vouros-Callahan
2691 edison st.
Eugene, OR 97402
 



541-870-2390



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Pecze
615 Thurgoona Street
Albury, ot 2640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LJ Hill
po bx
Sneads, FL 07703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JUSTIN S GALASSO
30 Westside ct
San Anselmo, CA 94960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kaitlin Faudie
2858 Gravel Ridge Dr.
Rochester Hills, MI 48307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Luci Price
PO box 953
Captain Cook, HI 96704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mrs wasser
2160 Century Park East St. 312
Los Angeles, CA 90067-2240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. tawnya snyder
1545 wayne
lakewood, OH 44107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Stultz
3 North Star Drive
Annandale, NJ 08801
 



908 2360995



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary barker
38000 17th St East #21
Palmdale, CA 93550



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sally Belton
111 Crestwood Dr.
Longwood, FL 32779



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Mr. King
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Eandi
 
Steve Eandi



223 Old Post office Rd
Boulder, CO 80302
 
(303) 449-9941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. pammi J olsen
306 Shore Rd.
Bellmore, NY 11710
 



(516) 781-6619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendell Hovey
1370 E South bear Creek Drive
Merced, CA 95340
 



209-724-9444



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn Morrow
70775 Ironwood Drive
Rancho Mirage, CA 92270-1964



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tarn Ream
pob 9166
missoula, MT 59801
 



(406) 549-7933



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gale Rullmann
435 Eagle Stone Ridge
Youngsville, NC 27596



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Benita Crow
2854 Lambert Trail
Chesapeake, VA 23323
 



757-485-2712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Holly Eaton
3780 Tanglewilde St #509
Houston, TX 77063-5159



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
We who care about our nation, our planet, our environment are unwilling to stand by while
yet more of our precious resources go down the hole of the artificial mecca, Las Vegas.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aggie Lukaszewski



535 Bellevue
Oakland, CA 94610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Leung
25 Montgomery St
New York City, NY 10002
 



2122338088



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theory Madison
1027 N. Woodward
Birmingham, MI 48009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stefan Kozinski
807 E. Matson Run Pkwy.
Wilmington, DE 19802-1109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rafal Dobrowolski
238 playa del norte
San Diego, CA 92037-5928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. R. A.  A Larson
107 s 27th street
Mount Vernon, WA 98274
 



(360) 280-7396



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Wong
332 S 21st St
Philadelphia, PA 19103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Hughes
P.O. Box1842
Eastsound, WA 98245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
TL Culbertson
PO Box 5611
Kingsport, TN 37663



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terri Bumgardner
3523 Buena Creek Road
Vista, CA 92084



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Shafransky
22461 Prairie Road
Sedro Woolley, WA 98284-8586



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Bucher
5211 West Warwick
Chicago, IL 60641



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Marino
162 N Main  Street
Cranbury, NJ 08512-3322



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Freeman
531 Orchard Ave
barberton, OH 44203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
T C
16300 Heron St
Crest Hill, IL 60403
 



8157419221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jackie guardado
835 1/2 centennial ave
alameda , CA 94501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Hill
909 East 640 North
Orem, UT 84097



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Silvers
404 Manor Ridge Drive
Carrboro, NC 27510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tony Cilluffo
13621 Oakbrook Dr. #104
North Royalton, OH 44133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brad Ansley
7360 Happy Valley Rd
Tallassee, TN 37878



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosemary Rogers
4 Julian Drive
Athens, OH 45701-3661
 



740-593-7405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would we pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sally Small
389 E Tulane Rd
Columbus, OH 43202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tina Andrews
309 Route 35
Apt. 3A
Point Pleasant Beach, NJ 08742





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Carol Ohlendorf
22205 Deer Pte Xing
b, FL 34202
 



(941) 322-9752



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate Lindblom
9305 N 26th St.
Tampa, FL 33612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please, you must  deny the authority's water-right applications based
on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should forever  be
off the table.
 
Sincerely,
Joy Reibel
 
Joy Reibel
nancy pl.
massapequa, NY 11758





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Evan Eskew
 
Evan Eskew
955 Cranbrook Court
Davis, CA 95616





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
PLEASE!  ABSOLUTELY do not allow this!  We dont need more ghost towns built for
those who wont be able to afford it. We dont need more hugely water intensive
"development".   There is no way a reasonable being could possibly think that the impacts
will not be devastating.  There is already a huge water shortage.  How could one possibly
think that this would not be devastating?
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 



Sincerely,
 
Lynne Cooper
2862 Elberton Rd
Garfield, WA 99130
 
(509) 635-1489



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
danny grantham
818 bluewood drive
biloxi, MS 39532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Johnson
8 Oak Street
Great Barrington, MA 01230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
s volk
castro valley blvd
castro valley, CA 94552



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Heist
14801 Mitchell Crk. Dr.
Fort Bragg, CA 95437



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ms Sarah  Forrester
4121 East Linden Street
Tucson, AZ 85712
 



520-326-4174



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Mary & James FitzSimons
31125 N 68th St
Cave Creek, AZ 85331
 



4804881859



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Guadagno
101 East 26 St
Bayonne, NJ 07002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
andrea vazquez
av uruguay 340
morelia, ND 58270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irving Shapiro
5294 Vista del Sol
Cypress, CA 90630
 



714-527-2464



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gabrielle Granofsky
27150 Soult Rd.
Brooksville, FL 34602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bethany Decof
448 25th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marian Cruz
905 Helen Dr.
Hollister, CA 95023
 



831 801 8846



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Noth
10713 NE 145th Place
Bothell, WA 98011
 



(425) 488-2475



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave Kajtaniak
2028 Kent Ct
Arcata, CA 95521
 



7074983093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Lanz
17 16th street
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254-3402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Mackay
PO Box 823
South Pasadena, CA 91031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Darling
10075 Cuddy Valley Rd
Frazier Park, CA 93225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Luis Tirado
2701 NW 23rd Blvd, Apt. A-12
Apt. A-12
Gainesville, FL 32605





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Reel
1547 County Rd 550E
Metamora, IL 61548



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stephanie montalvo
po box 220954
hollywood, FL 33020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Hayes
2212 N. Houk Rd. #8
Spokane Valley, WA 99216
 



509-315-8538



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Turiano
3754 Blue Ridge Road
West Palm Beach, FL 33406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Sumida
7331 Princess View Dr
San Diego, CA 92120-1333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Hertel
478 Ashford ave.
Tonawanda, NY 14150



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeannine Bressie
719 Yulupa Ave.
Santa Rosa, CA 95405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Bryant
101 West Daniel St.
Silver City, NM 88061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Sierchio
1429 Canberley Ct
Trinity, FL 34655



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Frighetti
7133 E. 28th St.
Tucson, AZ 85710



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Haumann
45089 E. Hamilton
Oberlin, OH 44074-9428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted. It
seems to me to be unsound.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Francis Kelley
51 Prescott Ave
Riverside, RI 02915-1921





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don B. Meriwether
1944 Piedmont Circle NE; #576
Atlanta, GA 30324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Warwick
229 W. Walnut
Monrovia, CA 91016
 



3055784



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Michele Roma
1491 Detroit Ave #355
Concord, CA 94520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Penny Derleth
P.O. Box 421
Deer Park, WA 99006
 



(509) 262-0245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Meyer Scharlack
127 Palmetta Street
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-5929
 



831-457-2297



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
fred einaudi
2069 mission st
san francisco, CA 94110
 



415-255-0525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elene Cafasso
240 N. ADdison
Elmhurst, IL 60126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alan lott
5055 8th ave. NE
seattle, WA 98105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Lyda
P.O.Box 1928
Cave Junction, OR 97523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margie Rick
2015 Bonneville Avenue
Reno, NV 89503
 



7756362038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Acacia coleman
2491 island ave
San Diego, CA 92102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
roger bryson
31 chatfield ridge rd
killingworth, CT 06419



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Louden
8008 18th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Victoria Brennan
3206 Citation Lane
North Bend, OH 45052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
My name is Hayley Kahn, and I am writing because I care about the Great Basin and all
the plants and animals that live there. I am deeply concerned about the Southern Nevada
Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why chould absolutley not pump our water to
southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth in Las Vegas, when there are ways to
meet the water needs through increased conservation, desalination, and smart growth
management. The Great Basin is a crucial place for the environment, tourism, and the
spirit of the Southwest. Please, please do not destroy it as a stop-gap measure to get
water to the city.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hayley Kahn



7 Edison Ave
Providence, RI 02906



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Moore
10370 Evelyn Drive
Clio, MI 48420



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Nancy Kelly
1624 E. Hedges Ave.
Fresno, CA 93728



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Heck
22 Fairview Ave
Pequannock, NJ 07440



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Avi Okin
64-5267 Puanuanu Place
Kamuela, HI 96743



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Palmer
West 86 Street
New York, NY 10024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Sandvig
21727 Calhoun Rd
Monroe, WA 98272-8752
 



360 794-4282



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
IF VEGAS CAN'T LIVE WITH THE WATER AVAILABLE TO IT THEN IT SHOULDN'T
STEAL IT FROM SOMEWHERE ELSE!!
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Palla



30 Cottage St
Waynesboro, PA 17268



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexander Cameron
4243 Escondito Circle
Sultan, FL 34238
 



(941) 921-6078



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Sweeny
92 Stephen Dr.
Pleasantville, NY 10570



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alecia Morgan
P.O.Box 1118
Felton, CA 95018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah  Carr
Market Street
Potsdam , NY 13676



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Murray
898 Walnut Street Apt.805
Cincinnati, OH 45202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Harrison
5550 South Sore Drive
Chicago, IL 60637-5061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary McDonough
144 Glengarry Ave
Toronto, ON M5M1E2



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Siobhan McGurk
25 Beach Ave
Hull, MA 02045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Randy Ellenburg
125 N Smith St
Six Mile, SC 29682



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jared collins
527 s third st
goshen, IN 46526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Macdonald
820 Foxworth Blvd Apt 212
Lombard, IL 60148-4856



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Victor Feodorov
827 W. Munnell St.
Wichita, KS 67213
 



7024212441



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bobbie Knight
5152 Tucson Way
Denver, CO 80239



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Hicken
1011 Main St
Meeker, CO 81641



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Filipa Lobao
Francisco Metrass, 52, 2 esq
Lisbon, ot 1350-145



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michel Wingard
4706 Constitution Ave NE
Albuquerque, NM 87110
 



505-409-9366



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Ku
212 S Olive St
Denver, CO 80230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dee Longengaugh
200 North Franklin
Juneau, AK 99801
 



907/ 586-9676



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Miller
49 Oyster Point Row
Charleston, SC 29412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Johnson-Jackson
P.O. Box 207
Canby, CA 96015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cara Nims
6007 N. Karle St.
Westland, MI 48185



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
FERN walker
11428 se 90th ave apt#223
happy valley, OR 97086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Hoaglund
1553 Laguna Rd.
Santa Rosa, CA 95401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Todd Morris
613 Corbett Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94114
 



(415) 626-1923



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Barbee
965 Stunt Road
Calabasas, CA 91302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Mahder
2902 NE 117th Ct
Vancouver, WA 98682
 



360-885-0610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kristina Fukuda-Schmid
11250 Garfield Ave.
Culver City, CA 90230
 



(310) 397-7392



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alice speakman
8932 biscayne
huntington bch, CA 92646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Kohn
200 Sterling Place
Highland, NY 12528-2015
 



845-691-6124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Eric Zakin
4145 George Ave #1
San Mateo, CA 94403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Holtzclaw
1508 Taylor #5
San Francisco, CA 94133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Olson
1412 Montague St., NW
Washington, DC 20011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martie Crone
3810 Woodglenn Pl
Casper, WY 82069
 



207-288-5752



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. AE Houston
Hawkins Rd
Cedar Grove, NC 27231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
denisse narvaez
managua
santiago, ot 9140526
 



+56968085958



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Berliner
1701 Richcreek Rd.
Austin, TX 78757



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr Harrison Albert
2380 Hillsdale Wy
Boulder, CO 80305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher T.  Mizera
2424 W. Estes Ave., Apt. 4B
Chicago, IL 60645
 



(773) 764-2523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marc Sommer
Dokterstuin 32 nst
Curacao, ot none



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Avi Haimowitz
24 s holman way
Golden, CO 80401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Phillips
574 Hilltop Dr.
Howell, MI 48843
 



810 623 2989



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacqueline Birnbaum
311 Bronxville Road
Bronxville, NY 10708-2111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Lindsey
175 Clifford Terrace, Apt. 4
San Francisco, CA 94117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Maslanek
214 South Grant Avenue
Congers, NY 10920



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karl Klapper
133 Pelham Island Road
Wayland, MA 01778



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Wilson
11145 W. 65th St. #101
Shawnee, KS 66203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Biermaier
1595 Breeze Lane
MELBOURNE, FL 32935



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorraine Gilmore
7 Enebro Pl
Santa Fe, NM 87508-8837



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Project Director Jon F Anderholm
1600 Niestrath Road
Cazadero, CA 95421
 



(707) 847-3853



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S. E. Williams
2916 Osage
St. Louis, MO 63118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Sosa
905 Rio Grande Street
Las Cruces, NM 88001-3370



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen Roche
pob 146
Petrolia, CA 95558



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Crowden
32720 S West Outer Rd
Harrisonville, MO 64701-7400
 



8163099322



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Wyatt
23008 57th Ave West
Mountlake Terrace, WA 98043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sandy nelson
50 stagecoach
pagosa springs, CO 81147



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Victor Vuyas
1244 Broadway
San Francisco, CA 94109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Mcnamara
512 Yale Ave.
Lima, OH 45804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Kathy K McPherson
22203 Vobe Ct.
Katy, TX 77449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doug Beran
1055 196th Road
Pleasant Dale , NE 68423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
m p
2280 hecker pass
GILROY, CA 95020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Hain
PO Box 245
Tres Pinos, CA 95075



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tanya de Bruijn
501 Swanson Road
Lethbridge, AB T1H3T6



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Murawski
17929 W Spring Lake dr SE
Renton, WA 98058-0910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathe Delumyea
785 Waxwing Lane
Fernandina Beach, FL 32034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Kovic
Rambla Serena
San Marcos, CA 92086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lea batten
409 dartmouth Ave
Melbourne 32901-6947, FL 32901-6947



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
georgie kettig
76 uhlig rd
middletown, NY 10940



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irene Daoust
1900 Summit Point Dr.
Las Vegas, NV 89117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tana Williams
210 Battle Avenue
White Plains, NY 10606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erik Fredrickson
205 Dartmouth Dr. SE
Albuquerque, NM 87106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tina potter
140 academy square
nashville, TN 37210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Fernandes
Travessa da Fonte, 23-25
Aveiro, ot 3800-033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Lander
McClaws Ccl
Williamsburg, VA 23185



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Sally Rings
4114 E. Mercer Lane
Phoenix, AZ 85028
 



602-494-0609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Krystal Reffner
136 Eagle Ave
Levelland, TX 79336



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Meyer
155 Windermere Ave., Unit 807
Ellington, CT 06029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Blitzblau
234 West Hickory Street
Canastota, NY 13032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Zappacosta
3409 Belfry Lane
Woodbridge, VA 22192-4342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Audra Smith
207 n channel dr
Wrightsville bch, NC 28480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Vatterott
208 W. Saginaw St.
East Lansing, MI 48823



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Grob
10 Havemeyer Street
Brooklyn, NY 11211
 



3476458948



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jessica Fishman
288 edwards village blvd
edwards, CO 81632
 



9704562402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
harriet miller
pb 493953
redding, CA 96049



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Bullis
13 Bonney Ln #22
Mansfield, MA 02048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice O'Leary
1343 W Placita Cobre
Tucson, AZ 85745
 



520-623-3959



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Aukerman
125 State Line Road
Burgettstown, PA 15021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lolly Brown
423 James Ct
Chula Vista, CA 91910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Reyes
29727 Curtis Rd.
Livonia, MI 48152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Webb
2891 Ninta Dr
Prescott, AZ 86301-4894



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dean Monroe
5301 Cleon Ave. #4
No. Hollywood, CA 91601-3356



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jutta Klar
Hoehenweg 13
Hellenthal, ot 53940



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Stenske
9972 Cleveland C-1
Baroda, MI 49101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edith Cooper
PO Box 700
Crestone, CO 81131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Greenwald
1930 Stewart St. G2
Santa Monica, CA 90404-4942



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Mickelsen
67 Harland Rd.
Waltham, MA 02453-7642



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Deptula
22665 Zoar Road
Georgetown, DE 19947



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gloria kasdan
11418 winding trail lane
dublin, CA 94568



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffery Slutz
3159 Niles Street
Cincinnati, OH 45208-2903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherri Millican
49032 Gardner Drive
Alpharetta, GA 30009
 



678-524-0496



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Gary Rejsek
446 rothbury dr.
Bolingbrook, IL 60440



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
skylar peters
2612 SE 111th ave
portland, OR 97266



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Seth Laursen
1829 S. Cloverdale Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shari Bruun
631 NE Garfield Street
Camas, WA 98607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Brower
642 Evans St.
Steamboat Spgs., CO 80487



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Gottfried
619 Cricklewood Drive
State College, PA 16803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lael  Bradshaw
325 forest glen lane
Camano Island, WA 98282
 



(360) 387-1884



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gavin Dillard
528 Padgettown Road
Black Mountain, NC 28711
 



808/573-1936



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. MaryAnna Foskett
101 Brantwood Road
Arlington, MA 02476
 



(781) 646-5882



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Becky Daiss
1276 N Wayne St #1128
Arlington, VA 22201
 



(703) 528-9538



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Jahos
PO Box 891
Alstead, NH 03602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Brandstoettner
2965 Sandra Ave
Grand Junction, CO 81504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sabrina mccoy
6601 red oak battleboro rd.
battleboro, NC 27809



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Louis
33125 White Oak
Corvallis, OR 97333
 



541.738.0806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elsa Ashelford
1641 Manatt St
Lincoln, NE 68521-1760



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Capt. Mark Bisson
541 Bennington Street
East Boston, MA 02128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Skye Lindanne Bethel
6921 Stafford Townes Way
richmond , VA 23225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ben R Martin
49 Showers Dr A340
Mountain View, CA 94040
 



(650) 949-1930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Miller
16905 Silver Pine Road
San Diego, CA 92127
 



619-750-2748



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Bursey
21 Bell Street
Barrie, ON L4N 0J2



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Haemmerle
1 Bergen Hill Road
Rockaway, NJ 07866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Powley
18 N. Grove Street, Apt 3
Swanzey, NH 03446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Woods
66 Holly Hill Road
Averill Park, NY 12018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Warren Tatro
15 Englewood Rd
Peabody, MA 01960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Janssen
600 W Mill St.
Carbondale, IL ^62901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Lee
6857 Paradise Rd.
Salinas, CA 93907-8739



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy C Bristow
3022 Willoughby Rd.
Baltimore, MD 21234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rev. E. Lloyd
3304 S. Manitoba Ave.
Tucson, AZ 85730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edith Duncan
20146 E. Lancaster Blvd.
Lancaster, CA 93535



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin  Gaffney
PO Box 522
Hana, HI 96713
 



8082487047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dianna gear
90 roosevelt ave
defuniak springs, FL 32435



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
BOB HARPER
5151 N MERIDIAN ST
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46208
 



3172539276



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lisa coffey
18 wampatuck avenue
scituate, MA 02066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Jachimiak
835 S. Old US 31 Lot 46
Franklin, IN 46131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Trevor Ford
416 Billmyer Mill Rd.
Shepherdstown, WV 25443
 



617-894-0673



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Courtney Birkett
5 Grove Ave.
Williamsburg, VA 23185



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne McFall
2220 County Rd 210 West Suite 108 Box 412
Jacksonville, FL 32259



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne McFall
2220 County Rd 210 West Suite 108 Box 412
Jacksonville, FL 32259



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Riitta Hirvasoja
468 Hilldale Road
Thunder Bay, ON P7G 1Z7



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Call this proposal what it is:   "Feed the slots, and suck the planet dry."  The insanity that
"developers" are willing to stoop to never ceases to amaze me.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keith Allen



PO Box 11
Cedar Grove, NC, NC 27231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MS Rizzo
7 FOXLEIGH GREEN
LUTHERVILLE, MD 21093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lucille Laliberte
PO Box 284
Sabattus, ME 04280
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Saliane Anderssen
7140 N. Guthrie Rd
Tucson, AZ 85743
 



5206167452



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dmitra Tardy
10073 14th ST. N. #102
St. Petersburg, FL 33716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Zeitzew
418 Pier Ave.
Santa Monica, CA 90405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy McKinney
4223 SW Spratt Way
Beaverton, OR 97007
 



503-679-9814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Barbara Ungar
21 Myrtle St
Saratoga Springs, NY 12866-1915
 



(518) 584-2565



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eirik Post
Steinveien 7
Porsgrunn, ot 3911



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Blumenreich
88 kokookok rd
Ridgefield, CT 06877



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Bridges
218 10th Ave N
St. Petersburg, FL 33701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adrienne  Ross
19 Cerro Blanco Rd
Lamy, NM 87540-9525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edris Bachant
139 Doe Run
Sautee Nacoochee, GA 30571
 



(706) 878-3549



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
K. Arnone
1770 Bay Ridge Parkway Apt 2F
Brooklyn, NY 11204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rich Moser
1645 Miramesa Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93109
 



805.845.4805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
SUE MCGUEY
7 montjoy cres
brampton, ON L6S 3E5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Hayes
9820 DOMINICAN DR
CUTLER BAY, FL 33189-1633



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara S. Fleming
POB 609
Hyde Park, NY 12538



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michele matthews
12-C Wavecrest Ave
winfield park, NJ 07036-6649



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David & Judith Berg
4125 Brae Burn Drive
Eugene, OR 97405
 



541-683-0904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Cheney
6499 Co. Rt. #17
Redfield, NY 13437
 



315-387-3966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Edward Dwyer
559 W. Diversey Parkway #304
Chicago, IL 60614
 



773-969-6737



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Lewis
11336 Jefferson Rd.
Osceola, IN 46561



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy Derner
5341 Croxton Way
Sacramento, CA 95842



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Howard Urbach
223 Nansemond St.
Petersburg, VA 23803-3705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Chin
1 Jefferson Parkway #94
Lake Oswego , OR 97035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jerry messick
1031 west apache
norman, OK 73069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paula barsamian
800 brommer st  #74
santa Cruz, CA 95062
 



831 426 3077



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Smith
1402 Richmond Ave Apt 306
Houston, TX 77006-5323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Bessinger
4318 Noyes St.
San Diego, CA 92109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen Prefontaine
38 Mount Vickery Road
Southborough, MA 01772



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alison Osment
14534 Clark Street #309
Sherman Oaks, CA 91411-3714
 



(818) 783-6877



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abby Bline
20 Fayette Street
Concord, NH 03301
 



603-491-8404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Iris Gersh
8901 Jefferson St NE, #1122
Albuquerque, NM 87113



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kimberly Anne Halizak
1933 N. Beachwood Dr., #205
Los Angeles, CA 90068-4035
 



323 481-2547



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Vandiver
530 Princeton Dr
Bolingbrook, IL 60440



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet H McLaughlin
PO Box 993
5263 La Glorieta
Rancho Santa Fe, CA 92067



 
(858) 756-4323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rafael Albarran
7513 Savoy Lane, Unit F
Bridgeview, IL 60455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danielle Raymond
3420 Tarbox Rd
Cassadaga, NY 14718



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Ponton
4831 Siskiyou Loop SE
Olympia, WA 98501
 



3604852674



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Therese Lung
2 Ware St
Cambridge, MA 02138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Kissam
1261 Union Ave.
Newburgh, NY 12550



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Louis McCarten
PO Box 684
Glendale, CA 91209-0684
 



818-679-2371



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Hauer
254 Carroll Pkwy.
Frederick, MD 21701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alan korsen
245 Calle Familia
San Clemente, CA 92672



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emerald DuCoeur
POB 771
Doylestown, PA 18901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ian MacLeod
711 Spokane Ave.
Albany, CA 94706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
 
Sir, Do we really have to destroy another natural habitat to prolong what we know is a
doomed venture of making a home for millions of  foolish humans in a desert? We should
pump them some water from the Mississippi river here in Misouri where it floods every
year causing untold damage and ruined crops and leave a beautiful natural area that we
haven't yet screwed up alone.
 
 
 
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the



severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Parks
8131 E.RT OO
Hallsville, MO 65255



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JOSEPH WINCEK
177 NORTH MAIN ST.
PLAINS, PA 18705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ann sandberg
1935 peabody
MEMPHIS, TN 38104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betty Filippo
HC 68     Box 215
Checotah, OK 74426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Fred J Hall
950 Kubli Rd
Grants Pass, OR 97527-8623
 



(541) 846-6953



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Tarek Hijaz
600 North Fairbanks Court, Unit 1802
Unit 1802
Chicago, IL 60611



 
(312) 636-5841



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elissa Mericle-Gray
116 Old Sanford Rd
Berwick, ME 03901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Kefauver
34 Rowe Street
Auburndale, MA 02466-1522
 



617-244-6890



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Meaghan Leavitt
222 Garrett Street
Fort Benning, GA 31905-7612
 



931-538-0159



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monteque Pope-Le Beau
6678 Drexel Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ben Thomas
4204 Antilla Pl
Greensboro, NC 27407
 



336-855-3089



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sally Stransky
750 Conrad Drive A
Kalispell, MT 59901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Hench
1188 Walnut
Napa, CA 94559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Shumate
213 Wesleyan Court
Warner Robins, GA 31093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am a property owner in Las Vegas, and I feel very strongly that the right approach to
meeting water needs of the regiion is techniues such as increased conservtion, not the
devastating, stupid paan to drain the great basin.
 
 I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Peter Abbrecht
1352 Steamboat Run Rd.
shepherdstown, WV 25443



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please do the right thing.
 
All eyes are upon you.
 
Thank you!
 
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.



 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Norton
1814 East Shore Drive
Ithaca, NY 14850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Freeman
3120 Jarlath
Chgo., IL 60645



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Myers
1146 N Azusa Ave
Azusa, CA 91702-2004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Goodrich
322 Oakwood St.
Park Forest, IL 60466
 



708-747-6010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Heath
3401 Blue Quill Lane
Tallahassee, FL 32312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann L Breeden
19 Willow Brook Ln
Sullivan, ME 04664
 



(207) 422-3007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Benita Crow
2854 Lambert Trail
Chesapeake, VA 23323
 



757-485-2712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phillip Schaffer
770 Gordon Dr.
Kingman, AZ 85409



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Midboe
1502 Lincoln St
SLC, UT 84105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sarah plummer
5208 folgers mill rd.
julian, NC 27283



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeri fioramanti
822 3rd. street
green bay, WI 54304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherry Black
1118 Las Rosas Dr SE
Los Unas, NM 87031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Clark
11651 W. Biscayne Canal Rd.
Miami, FL 33161



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert P Hurley
1243 Potrero Ave
San Francisco, CA 94110
 



(970) 565-4451



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
m jones
14 high
amboy, NJ 08861-4711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Van De Ven
23619 14th Ave. S.
Des Moines, WA 98198



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Corinne Karbhari
24 Flinders Street
Adelaide, South Australia 5000, ot 5000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
t mullarkey
881 s. powell
kanab, UT 84741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Solissa Romenski
2998 Cousineau
St.Laurent, QC H4K 1P2



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Verhoeven Linda
1243 Poplar
Denver, CO 80220
 



3033220172



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Tice
310 Umstead
Chapel Hill, NC 27516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stacey Gledich
23782 Via Fromista
Mission Viejo, CA 92691
 



5167996206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Gann
P.O. Box 175
Bernard, ME 04612
 



(207) 244-7107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Dennison
12622 Haster Street
Garden Grove, CA 92840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcia Merithew
1238 Burts Pit Road
Florence, MA 01062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Lynn Sumerson
1600 Gulf Blvd.  #512
Clearwater, FL 33767



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Malinda McMurry
457 Richards Rd
Morehead, KY 40351



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Zega
40 Highland Ave.
Bridgewater, NJ 08807-1710



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenna Scott
5434 Zelzah Ave. #120
Encino, CA 91316
 



310-424-5602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chris brownell
346 w ohnson st
palatine, IL 60067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth R Stinnett
119 Belcher Rd
Randle, WA 98377



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Miskovsky
233 St. Helens Ave. #212
Tacoma, WA 989402-258



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary Wooldridge
1103 Lake Heron Dr Apt 2C
Apartment 2-C
Annapolis, MD 21403-3550





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lori chace
1001 old colony rd
meriden, CT 06451



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah randall
28 gunnedah rd
narrabri, ot 2390



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Renee Gregory
19393 Hickory
Milan, MI 48160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karin Anderson
P.O. Box 1183 Highway 3
Hayfork, CA 96041-1183



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
claire flewitt
975 Soto Drive
San Lorenzo, CA 94580-1554
 



510-317-7332



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S L Smedley
301 E McNeil
Show Low, AZ 85901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
If Nevada would only control all ofthe casions witht heir water parks and fountains, maybe
you would have sufficient water. I have seen the popluation explosion there in Las Vegas
and often wonder why there has never been a moritorium imposed on the number of
businesses and homes. The drawing off of water from other areas is quitre devistating.
There are areas in Tucson and other parts of Arizona which have seen the downfall of
drawing off toomuch water. Please do not do this to the Great Basin. The plants and
wildlife have a right to existance too



Sincerely,
 
bob veigel
10810 n 91st ave #96
peoria, AZ 85345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Nelson
284 Sunset Blvd.d
Port Townsend, WA 98368
 



000-000-0000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am shocked to hear of the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.  I
consider this a betrayal to the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there.  I
can think of no better definition of "environmentally unsound" than selling off the water that
plants and animals, nay whole ecosystems have used for millennia to be exported for
wasteful human consumption (and it is wasteful because there are better ways through
conservation to supply humans' hungry water appetite in Las Vegas)
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Marie Frontczak
3664 Chase Court
Boulder, CO 80305



 
303-442-4052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Schedel
1509 Shalfont Lane
Garland, TX 75040
 



972-414-0810



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine King
146 College Highway # 7
Southampton, MA 01073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
claudia longmore
3 schoolhouse crossing
wethersfield, CT 06109
 



8607217071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am opposed to the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
In Libya an underground river has been developed that should supply the country for 200
years without pumping any surface water. This should be investigated in Nevada before
approving any projects like this.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Paul Hopkins
12 Bennett Lane Unit F
Norwalk, OH 44857-2642



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Darren Jollimore
 
Darren Jollimore
1103 10020 115th St. NW
Edmonton, AB T5K 1T2





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott McLoughlin
2827 28th St NW
Washington, DC 20008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gwen Lambert
5639 Chimney Circle Apt 2D
Dayton, OH 44550-2981



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Peretsky
9261 E Nassau Ave
Denver, CO 80237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Shafir
Apt. 308 @ 625 Finch Avenue West
Toronto, ON M2R 3W1



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicola Nelson
90 W 500 S #242
Bountful, UT 84010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Burgess
5025 Nellis Oasis Ln. Apt. 304
Las Vegas, NV 89115-0771



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Holder
2206 Wilson Hill Rd.
Lewisburg, TN 37091
 



931-637-6070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am deeply concerned by the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sophia Vassilakidis
407 Avondale
Houston, TX 77006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Henry Fowler
9610 Fort Stanley
San Antonio, TX 78245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Milton
4850 Meredith Way, Apt 106
Boulder, CO 80303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Guy Matthews
PO Box 3753
Sedona, AZ 86340



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pawel Kawalkowski
Dabrowki 1/60
Plock, ot 09400



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bracha Shafir
Apt. 308 @ 625 Finch Avenue West
Toronto, ON M2R 3W1



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Waits
2403 E. Main St.
Lincolnton, NC 28092-4105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Lanzman
8907 Dick Woods Rd.
Afton, VA 22920



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Petrillo
3708 Whitney Avenue
Hamden, CT 06518
 



203-248-1777



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Griffith
2700 SE 160th Ave. #7
Portland, OR 97236-2000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S Craig Kiddoo, CPA
1013 S Wabash Ave
Urbana, IL 61801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Concerned Arizon omid mahdavi
5257 N. Via La Doncella
Tucson, AZ 85750
 



(520) 471-2084



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Wakefield
501 Cheever Avenue
Geneva, IL 60134



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gayle richardson
3069 louise ave
grove city, OH 43123-2352



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Boutin
4941 335th Ave. SE
Fall City, WA 98024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy R. Griffith
1120 44th Street
Sacramento, CA 95819
 



916 455-4712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Farber
400 west 23rd St
New York, NY 10011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Dailey
8919 Farmdale Way
Maineville, OH 45039-9218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juan Stella
1298 Sunset Lane
Waynesboro, VA 22980



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Anne J Randolph
390 Stewart Drive
Yellow Springs, OH 45387
 



(937) 322-7503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CRYSTAL DELGADO
900 PARK RD
EL PASO, TX 79902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Gathing
3701 Tulane Avenue
Madison, WI 53714



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn Marie Macy
115 Elm Street
Cranford, NJ 07016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
B Prestileo
1243 Cedarville Rd
Easton, PA 18042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
PD Minn
19550 Eagle Ridge Lane
northridge, CA 91326



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mayra Molina
P.O. Box 925
Lebec, CA 93243



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorraine Williams
125 Green Meadows Dr.
Washington, IA 52353



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorri Spring
1025 Hassett Ave
Las Vegas, NV 89104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Katz
406Walnutdr.
Streamwood, IL 60107-1236
 



630-736-8706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samantha Dille
123 Rt. 579
Bloomsbury, NJ 08804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Grillo
3 Marsh Lane Apt. 21
Orono, ME 04473-5620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Stephanie Houston
270 E. Main St.
Ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lisa Deckert
501 Virginian Dr.
Norfolk, VA 23505-4242



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Draining aquifers has long term negative impact on desert life.  I am writing to you
because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there,
and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Kenney
1223 S. 13 Street
Philadelphia, PA 19147





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kristin bauer
827 Hollywood way #284
burbank, CA 91505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Daniel Sage
2333 Orpine
Baton Rouge, LA 70808



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
olaya garcia
dsno
gso, ot 33510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Stallone
1294 Mildred Ave
San Jose, CA 95125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Hitt
8527 Walnut DR
Los Angeles, CA 90046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah S. Broomfield
511 Center Street
Berea, KY 40403-1738



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rosie mcguire
3128 stratford ln. s.w.
cedar rapids, IA 52404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jan Novotny
401 15th Ave. North,
Jacksonville Beach, FL 32250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce Kowalczyk
3A Pilgrim's Harbor
Wallingford, CT 06492-5434



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
LET LAS VEGAS DEAL WITH THE REALITY THAT IT IS SITTING IN THE MIDDLE OF A
DESERT.   THE SOUTHWEST'S FRAGILE ECOSYSTEM MUST NOT BE SACRIFICED
TO FUEL THE IDIOT GAMES OF A BUNCH OF GAMBLING ADDICTS AND MOB
INVESTORS.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Jan lINDNER
123 nospam road
Columbus, OH 43202
 
614 555 1212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Ron Sprycha
8513 Burr Street
Crown Point, IN 46307
 



(219) 736-1642



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danny Watson
Box C6
Cimarron, CO 81220-9569



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kris Cunningham
179 Newfound st
Canton, NC 28716
 



702 656 5331



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Kinzfogl
Hwy 83
Bigfork, MT 59911



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Snyder
7603 Norbourne Ave
Louisville, KY 40222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wilhelm Bensberg
An der Wolfskaul 51
Erkelenz-Gerderath, DC 41812



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adele F Sands
335 Color Cove Road
Sedona, AZ 86336
 



(928) 203-1046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Monacella
2908 Hideaway Rd
Fairfax, VA 22031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
Unsustainable growth must not be encouraged. Please suggest increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options.
 
Long term changes and problems from overconsumption and overpumping of our
underground resources is actually unknown. 
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Maggie Friedenbach
604 Eaton
Savanna, IL 61074



 
(815) 273-7366



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chiari  Legare
15 mckenzie dr
Claremont, NH 03743
 



6033122011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Campbell
340 West Hill Circle
340 West Hill Circle
Ithaca, NY 14850



 
205-348-1792



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lynn pacifico
770 Greenwich St
New York, NY 10014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Fine
604 royal view ct.
Willow Park, TX 76087-7356



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deb Hochhalter
PO Box 211
Red Feather Lakes, CO 80545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barb Hauser
1135 N Marion St
Oak Park, IL 60302
 



708-386-8013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Barrett
5562 Bear Road D1
North Syracuse, NY 13212-1503
 



3152996776



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Guzman
P O Box 20933
St Simons Island, GA 31522
 



(602) 413-0929



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Hanmer
130 Sunrise Dr.
Bristol, RI 02809



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Casper
4606State Rte. 34B
Union Springs, NY 13160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adele F Sands
335 Color Cove Road
Sedona, AZ 86336
 



(928) 203-1046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mark stanton
1066 grandview dr
pine hill, NJ 08021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Johnston
224 Everts Place
Highwood, IL 60040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Femmer
10 Oxford Place
St. Charles, MO 63301-4738
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine O'Sullivan
1825 Riverside Drive
New York, NY 10034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Maiden Mueller
SPO 1665 Luther College 700 College Drive
Decorah, IA 52101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Chase
1546 West Sherwin Avenue 2N
Chicago, IL 60626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Muriel Mandel
5132 Westwood Blvd.
Culver City, CA 90230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Tricia Mattiello
118 Long Hill Drive
Stamford, CT 06902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Shaver
11430 Brady Lane
Strongsville, OH 44149



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
martin robertson
428 west leicester st
winchester, VA 22601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ALYSON GROMELSKI
844 LINCOLN STREET
DICKSON CITY, PA 18519



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kirk Marshall
33 Arcadia Street
Malden, MA 02148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Judd
69 Hamiltonian Drive
Red Bank, NJ 07701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Neena Sessa
50 Arlington Drive
South San Francisco, CA 94080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Brian and Beth Betz
51 East Mohawk Street
Oswego, NY 13126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
blase  hents
1714 Bryant
san francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bryce Hutchinson
Po Box 2100
Rogue River, OR 97537



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shonna Davis
177 Jupiter Trail
Weatherford, TX 76088



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Julie Owen
3608 Maidu Place
Davis, CA 95618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Project Coordina Frank Hartig
1220 Thompson Road
Durham, NC 27704
 



919-220-1866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bevin Lucker
4620 3rd Ave NW
Seattle, WA 98107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a resident of northern Arizona, I know how fragile our water and land systems are.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Schermer
500 Mtn Lilac Dr



Sedona, AZ 86336



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Ledford
8 West 5th Street
Cheney, WA 99004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tim zorach
1800 redwood road
corralitos, CA 95076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erma Lewis
1736 63 Street
Brooklyn, NY 11204-2801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pam Prichard
1314 Squirrel Road
Belmar, NJ 07719-4057



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lucie D'Alessandro
52 Eastport Dr
Sound Beach, NY 11789



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jay Evarts
945 Golden Eagle Trail
Ridgway, CO 81432



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jaime Collazo
9155 Nesbit Ferry Rd #98
Johns Creek, GA 30022
 



4045801445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Monica Salazar
Cond. River Park Apt. O-206
Bayamon, PR 00961



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Knapp
2615 Hornbrook Road
Towanda, PA 18848



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Honora-Bright Aere
1612 Shot Pouch Road
Blodgett, OR 97326-9702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kerry Farrell
PO Box 129
Spring Lake, NJ 07762



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Brown
214 4th Ave
Longmont, CO 80501-5504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Kinkley
3 Clark Road
Annville, PA 17003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there will be severely and perhaps
fatally damaged by the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Bosold
202 N. 5th St.
Fairfield, IA 52556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Rice
14 Irving Street
Laconia, NH 03246
 



603-630-4831



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Withrow
12707 Caswell Ave. #202
Los Angeles, CA 90066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Amsler
586 E. Tarkiln Road
Clarion, PA 16214
 



814-226-7836



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurel Brewer
4991 read road
Moorpark, CA 93021
 



8055580491



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonita Fee
7222 York Rd
Pataskala, OH 43062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Murphy
162 tryens drive
Mays landing, NJ 08330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Nazzaro
10020 Calava Court
Union, KY 41091



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
SONIA I VAZQUEZ
TINTILLO
GUAYNABO, PR 00966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Giskin
32 Barton Circle
North Haven, CT 06473



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cliff Josephson
2801 Holly Ave.
Naples, FL 34112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathie Gallardo
2034 NW Overton Street
Portland, OR 97209-1656



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Hutchings
7 Schoverling Ln
New Milford, CT 06776



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Bradford N Goodwin
25325 SE 216th St.
Maple Valley, WA 98038
 



(424) 526-6621 ext. 0



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Brown
3621 SW 328th St
Federal Way, WA 98023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Catherine Tierney
4440 Lindell Blvd
Saint Louis, MO 63108
 



314-531-1593



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wanda Sticht
1825 n fence line dr
Prescott Valley, AZ 86314-1967



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Catherine Tierney
4440 Lindell Blvd
Saint Louis, MO 63108
 



314-531-1593



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Catherine Tierney
4440 Lindell Blvd
Saint Louis, MO 63108
 



314-531-1593



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Anthony
130 Kent Dr
Ormond Beach, FL 32176



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anthony gilchriest
sunset blvd
hollywood, CA 90026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Catherine Tierney
4440 Lindell Blvd
Saint Louis, MO 63108
 



314-531-1593



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Lewis
3014 W. Wm. Cannon Dr.
# 932
Austin, TX 78745



 
(512) 377-9421



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Susan Hastings
1070 Novelly Dr
Reno, NV 89503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bernice holtzman
264 6th Avenue #16
New York, NY 10014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nolan Farkas
9843 Forbes Ave
Northridge, CA 91343-1700
 



818-636-4291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jolene  Rutherford
229 Nunya Av.
Albuquerque, NM 87104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Candy Hammond
po box 785
Rockaway Beach, OR 97136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Segalla
616 NE 55th
Seattle, WA 98105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sean bienert
10 deerpath lane
glenmoore, PA 19343



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I live in Northern California, not too far from Nevada, and I am writing to you because I
care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Birch Bricker
6011 Chad Dr.
Newcastle, CA 95658





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurel Mancini
3944 Pollypine Drive
Virginia Beach , VA 23452-2371



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Ortt
701 Colegate Dr.
Marietta, OH 45750-9299



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erik Leeper
1145 South Park Terrace
Chicago, IL 60605
 



312-427-9869



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Dutto
222, Main Street
Torrington, CT 067905201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clement Thurn
33 Auburn Ave #8
Columbus, OH 43205
 



(614) 258-3399



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an applircation for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Graham
1105 Larkin St., #224
San Francisco, CA 94109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janver Derrington
383 Elk Range Road
Carbondale, CO 81623-8824
 



(970) 379-6774



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Jay
313 N. Fremont St.
Whitewater, WI 53190



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Stewart
10 Woodridge Court #2
Madison, WI 53704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Xoxenia Harris
34 Darnley Grn.
Delmar, NY 12054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carol schaming
2044 SE Lafayette St
Stuart, FL 34997



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
RC Weimann
3710 Wood Duck Drive
Mims, FL 32754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Cie Simurro
4 Conway Rd.
Shelburne Falls, MA 01370



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynda Duke
7729 Plaza Azul
El Paso, TX 79912-8432



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Frank K Thorp
12614 Rail Lane
Palos Park, IL 60464-1546
 



(708) 448-2295



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erica Costa
28 Via Q
Carlsbad, CA 92009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen Harrington
545 Enterprise Drive
Rohnert Park, CA 94928
 



5105204251



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Macura
981 cadillac dr
palm bay, FL 32905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Clark
4410 South 147 Street
Omaha, NE 68137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven kozel
11435 97th lane
St. John, IN 46373
 



2193652603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
arianna dutter
5691 canadice hill rd
springwater, NY 14560-9641



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William  Grant
1500 duval
Godfrey, IL 62035
 



618 466-7352



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Warren L Hageman
7944 Pebble Beach Dr.
Citrus Heights, CA 95610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Piet Nennie, de
Steve Bikostraat 18
Den Haag, ot 2552 NM



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lynne Rosenfield
709 e. Main St
Aspen, CO 81611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Flater
802 Saunders Ct
Lutherville, MD 21093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
judith hazelton
1617 us rt 7 s
Bennington, VT 05201
 



802-447-7426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Novick
11925 Olalla Valley. Rd. SE
Olalla, WA 98359



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Silver
Executive Director
1422 N Sweetzer Ave, #401
Los Angeles, CA 90069-1536



 
(213) 804-2750



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monika Gosteli-Gyger
Scheiteraweg 2
Galmiz, ot 3285



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Alexandra Napoleon
902 Yardley Road
Yardley, PA 19067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I live in Colorado and I vote. You can not have our water for your golf courses and
fountains in L.V.                          I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great
Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern
Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually
from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to
southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting
the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bruce lowe
5152 e 111th pl



thornton, CO 80233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathleen reifke
589 pigeon creek rd
pottstown, PA 19465



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Epstein
PO Box 1343
Wilson, WY 83014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
China Altman
1 Melrose St #4
Boston, MA 02116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Frederick Cohen
4960 Lore Dr.
Waterford, MI 48329
 



(248) 623-2316



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dolores Zieser
2360 Carter Road
Dubuque, IA 52001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Constance Del Nero
610 South St
Easton, MD 21601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Jennings
102 Barbara Avenue
Steubenville, OH 43952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Fitzgerald
560 West 218th St. Apt. 6A
New York, NY 10034-1058



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stan Janzick
2975 Randall Ave
Bronx, NY 10465



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arley Tapirian
203 Beach 77th Street #2
#2
Arverne, NY 11692



 
917-446-9022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ida del vecchio
150 Quarry st  #209
quincy, MA 02169-4166



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Nave
9 Turkey Lane
Winthrop, ME 04364



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Ferguson
9520 1st Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Jacoby
PO Box 35
Butler, TN 37640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Davis
1916 North Emerson St
Portland, OR 97217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Vu
220 w 107th st apt 4d
New York , NY 10025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Physicist, Retir Steven Patamia
physicist, retired
223 N. Guadalupe St. #279
Santa Fe, NM 87501





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie  Sampson
227 Libby Ln
Canton, GA 30115
 



678-851-9741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Varellas
35 Carr st
San Francisco, CA 94124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Carr
5310 SE Schiller St Apt C
Portland, OR 97206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Craig-Veit
1703 Oleander Pl
Davis, CA 95618-1422



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Pitt
815 Frost Rd. # 1202
Streetsboro, OH 44241



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Salette Andrews
9340 E. Horseshoe Bend Dr.
Scottsdale, AZ 85255



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Manda
Rickey Pk Rd
Bridgeport, CA 93517



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Dear Mr. King,
 
The water transfer from the fragile ecosystems of the Great Basin to one of the most
unsustainable cities in the world is the most inane and irresponsible idea for this region
since the MX missle fiasco. As one who has spent considerable time in the Great Basin, I
recognize that any further reduction in water supply for the plants, animals and ranchers in
the area would be devastating. Let your legacy be one that future generations will look
upon favorably as someone who stood up to the political and business powers-that-be and
acted conservatively and justly.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the



severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jon Erickson
4011 57th St.
Sacramento, CA 95820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sharon Balzano
3405 Pierce St
Wheat Ridge, CO 80033-6324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norm Conrad
919 N 97th St
Seattle, WA 98103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacky Westoby
Blackburn Avenue
Brough, NY 12345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Slawinski
4909 Crooks Rd. C-7
Royal Oak, MI 48073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. david Maurer
18 Killarney Circle
Brownsburg, IN 46112
 



2513428357



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Faith Conroy
P.O. Box 8031
Calabasas, CA 91372



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Beck
1821 Barton Hollow Road
East Waterford, PA 17021
 



7173038903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
You deplete these aquifers and you will never fill them again. There is a shortage of water
and it is only going to get worse.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Bourgeois



108 Cedar Trail
Woodland Park, CO 80863



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan FORD
22 Saddleback Ridge Road
East Nassau, NY 12062
 



518-794-8987



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mohammad Borujerdi
26 Meleny Road
Locust Valley, NY 11560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. luis frausto
2250 santa ana blvd N
Los Angeles, CA 90059



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
eric contreras
12312 orr and day
norwalk, CA 90650
 



7145655000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Eaton
7413 Mikesell Dr
Indianapolis, IN 46260-3134
 



3172541592



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Rhonda Lynn
1630 T Street #4
Sacramento, CA 95811-7251
 



916-483-6577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Bradshaw
10219 Edendale Rd
Cantonment, FL 32533



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susan gill
37 ross
san anselmo, CA 94960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris  Kimar
PO BOX 39
AUTRAIN, MI 49806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Carlini-Davis
3509 Tory Circle
Ormond Beach, FL 32174



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Peter Tijerina
4365 W. Leland Av
Chicago, IL 60630-4040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Wolpa
3428 Old Colony Rd
Dallas, TX 75233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adrienne Beischel
9 Abingdon lane
Bella Vista, AR 72715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maryanne senatore
120 stonehenge drive
brewster, MA 0631
 



02631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Mason
177 Nighthawk Ct
Monticello, GA 31064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edh Stanley
5206 Sitton Way
Sacramento, CA 95823-1457
 



916-427-3476



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jazmin Berlanga
833 W. Sycamore St.
Fayetteville, AR 72701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bertrand Giasson
2430 Summer St.
Eureka, CA 95501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Rysavy
128 Seneca Ln
Lake Winnebago, MO 64034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Camilla Owen
7 Forrest Ave
Bunbury, ot 6230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,Vicki Hood
 
Ms. vicki hood
1212 whistlers lane
roseburg, OR 97470



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Mullens
451 Lantern Wood Drive
Scottdale, GA 30079



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Rogalin
1955 Napa Ave.
Berkeley, CA 94707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Crotwell
2226 N Treat Avenue
TUCSON, AZ 85716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Neil Merrick
346 Baltic Street
Brooklyn, NY 11201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Higgins
312 Co. Hwy. 11
Hamilton, AL 35570



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Pamela Bond
1676 1/2 So. 2nd St.
Lebanonor, OR 97355



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Lewis
546 Lincoln St
Waltham, MA 02451



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. MaryLynn Michaelis
12224 East River Road
Columbia Station, OH 44028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mikasa Moss
300 North Ridge Ln
Temple, GA 30179



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
pat schumacher
5225 dcamino dela Tierra
brownsville, TX 78526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
pat schumacher
5225 dcamino dela Tierra
brownsville, TX 78526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Medlin
151 S. Purdue Ave.
Oak Ridge, TN 37830
 



865-483-0019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Buddy Penick
3756 Mallory Av.
Memphis, TN 38111-



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john schaechter
42 will dr#52
canton, MA 02021
 



(781) 828-8201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.  I hope Nevada makes the correct choice here and denies this application, the
thought that Nevada would resemble areas in Australia and Arizona bring me to tears.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. B Vose
40 Spring Street
Weatherly, PA 18255



 
(703) 913-1330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gayle Sullivan
8408 Rockwell Ave
North Port, FL 34291-7031
 



9414231013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A. Elizabeth Gilliam
2330-I Roswell Ave.
Charlotte, NC 28207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teacher/Biologis Ronald Clayton
Teacher/Biologist
545 E DORSETT AVE
ASHEBORO, NC 27203-6919





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Luss
5802 Lincoln Road
Newark, NY 14513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss Barbara McMahan
1132 Ridgetop Dr.
Chattanooga, TN 37421



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Lawson
6046 52nd Ave., N.E.
Seattle, WA 98115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Maxwell
3422 W Leland Ave
Chicago, IL 60625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glenn Zorn
6140 S 15th CT
Milwaukee, WI 53221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elaine jurumbo
205 e 78 st apt 6s
new york, NY 10075



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa Hill
10 Range Rd.
Nahant, MA 01908



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Koury
8 Sahler Mill Road
Olivebridge, NY 12461



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Ziegler
218 prospect st
long beach, CA 90803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
k smith
bleiler rd.
emmaus, PA 18049



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable
means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss Kathleen C Doyle
607 Cascade Drive
Golden, CO 80403-1583
 



(303) 273-9715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gayle Warner
350 Morning Glory Road
Cynthiana, KY 41031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bernadette Payne
2100 W. Bradley Pl.
Chicago, IL 60618-4910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Plante
9209 Topeka St
Bethesda, MD 20817-3307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Mattox
128 Mattox Rd
Lexington, SC 29072



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Thielen
3800 W. Wilson St. #125
Banning, CA 92220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sudesh Prasad
438 W Grand Ave #718
Oakland, CA 94612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
I use to live in Utah and Nevada. Please save the Water Basin. Do not waste the water
people who live there and the wildlife too.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Bussell



7615 Clio St.
El Paso, TX 79904
 
915-329-6121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Geraldine Greller
94 Woodside Drive
Mastic Beach, NY 11951



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Cavaliere SFO
911 Toll Gate Road Trlr.41
Warwick, RI 02886



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Derek Hennen
215 Fifth Street Box 367
Marietta, OH 45750



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kyle Konopka
11 10th ave
Haddon heights, NJ 08035
 



856 7763945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeremy Atkinson
4901 Kinsey Dr. Apt. 323
Tyler, TX 75703-3011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Celine Gandolfo
774 commercial street
provincetown, NH 02657



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Murray
3271 s clay st
englewood, CO 80110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Schwartz
2008 El Vista Ct.
Glendale, CA 91208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. robin blier
271 ralph vedder rd
saugerties, NY 12477
 



845 247-0007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Laura Nardozza
5635 Anza Street,2
San Francisco, CA 94121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Cherwink
528 Joaquin Drive
Sonoma, CA 95476



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russell Meister
83 Whitney avenue
Milford, CT 06460
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Nicole Eppstein
5103 Ford Ave.
Toledo, OH 43612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jes file
14 becky thatcher dr
st charles, MO 63303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. The
Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there are important ecologically, and
would suffer immensely if the water table they depend on is exported. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Please consider this proposal with forethought for the destruction a water pipeline
implicates to the environment in the region, and to the impractical request to pipe water to
development in an inhospitable desert.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Brita Mjos
1725 E 24th Ave.
Anchorage, AK 99508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Guy Pinneo
530 Mt Park Blvd SW
Issaquah, WA 98025
 



425-837-4615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Angela Zarbano
2125 U.C. Blvd#1004
Universal City, TX 78148-3477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,     Stephanie Payne
 
Stephanie Payne
PO Box 308
Princeton, TX 75407



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carol Curtis
1001 E. 3745 S.  apt. 5
Salt Lake City, UT 84106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Nina Kornstein
59 Flanagan Drive
Framingham, MA 01701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerritt and Elizabeth Baker-Smith
338 Braeside Ave.
East Stroudsburg, PA 18301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pam Evans
PO Box 644
Kemp, TX 75143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. suzane northrop
po box 870
NY, NY 10024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tony  Gemme
105 Duncan Ave.
Greer , SC 29651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Meryl Tihanyi
131 Gibson Blvd
Valley Stream, NY 11581



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vanessa Zimmerlein
27694 2600 E. St.
Van Orin, IL 61374



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rachel Lee
122 Miami Drive
Dothan, AL 36301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elena Waller
14766 W. Telegraph road
Santa Paula, CA 93060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mahto alarcon
6111 glacier dr
westminster, CA 92683



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Bulava
2367 elwood rd
Hammonton, NJ 08037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Albert Eurs
10456 Hampshire Court
Cypress, CA 90630
 



(714) 527-4626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Edwards
36223 Hartley
Mission, BC 54321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Ellis
RR 1  Box 163
Red House, WV 25168



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Cyplik
3533 Lakewood Dr.
Waterford, MI 48329



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Constance Greene
200 Hidden Valley Road
Watsonville, CA 95076
 



831 722-8804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth?
 
You are required by law to deny an application for an inter-basin transfer of water if the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Catastrophic and irreversible impacts would occur as a result of this groundwater
extraction.  Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to
the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherrill Futrell
151 Inner Cir
Davis, CA 95618-5421
 
530-756-6426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Rolfes
14006 N Green Hills Loop
Austin, TX 78737
 



5123010838



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stuart Weiss
1280 Albion St.  #36
Denver, CO 80220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clotilda G. Devlin
220 Hardscrabble Rd.
Bernardsville, NJ 07924



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kate Kenner
31 Woodman St.
Jamaica Plain, MA 02130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy White
W9149 290th Ave
Hager City, WI 54014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Davidson
39874 Pierce lake Drive
Oakhurst, CA 93644-8905
 



(559) 692-2869



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen  White
Maxwell
Mossman, ot QLD 4873



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Heymann
7497 S. Eliot Lane
Tucson, AZ 85747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Rodeman
3045 Almond Tree Dr
St. Peters, MO 63376



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Petra Veneri
21 Woodard Drive
Bristol, CT 06010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Polesky
890 Kansas Street
San Francisco, CA 94107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Mark Donaldson
1548 Croftwood Drive
Melbourne, FL 32935



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Durocher
28 Nilsen Lane
WHITEFIELD, ME 04353



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kaaren J Klingel
11815 Oakridge Court
Pinckney, MI 48169



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Guy Graham
10huronave
apt 3k
Jersey City, NJ 07306



 
2016563095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ann hostler
1004 commerial ave
anacortes, WA 98221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Merle "Foster
Roger Pl
Durban, ot 4051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
suzanne saunders
2327 idaho ave
south lake tahoe, CA 96150



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Verzosa
5011 Bordeaux Village Pl #102
Bordeaux, Village, Pl, #102
Tampa, FL 33617



 
813-999-9999



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Welton
10512 Farnham Drive
Bethesda, MD 20814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lidia Baltazar
Rua Barbosa du Bocage
Sabugal, ot 6320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Amy Anderson
424 West Saugerties Road
Saugerties, NY 12477-3637
 



845-688-1031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kira schabram
3206 G road
valley springs, CA 95252



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
TAMMY WEATHERLY
975 WILSON SHARPSVILLE ROAD
CORTLAND, OH 44410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rey mora
7624 leveson way
Nashville, TN 37211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Corey
20 Leslie St.
Cranston, RI 02910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
My note-- Consider piping water from the ocean, desalinate the water and leave the Great
Basin alone. It might cost more money but it saves more animals and land. We need to
save our ecosystem or die. Seriously. Take an ecology class and learn of man's
connection to the earth and to other species. Please.
 
Sincerely,



 
Heather McCall_Kelly
1273 Saybrook Rd.
Middletown, CT 06457



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen Besancon
4329 Ensenada Dr.
Woodland Hills, CA 91364-5406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
 
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
The Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the
state engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds
that the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being
diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
The fact is that these applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in
eastern Nevada and western Utah.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause.
 
In light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands,
they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Robin Russell
1965 north beverly drive
beverly hills, CA 90210
 
310 276 2486



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Norman
2331 NW 13th Place
Gainesville, FL 32605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce Grajczyk
12026 SE 216th St.
Kent, WA 980931



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Lyons
8229 Kings Charter
Springfield, VA 22152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wayne Hamilton PhD
177 Quail Ridge Rd.
Springdale, UT 84767



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristy Pauley
1401 E. 18th St
Sterling, IL 61081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanne Curtis
240 School Hill Road
Goshen, CT 06756



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Viale-Gertler
1025 Cliff View Dr. N
Kingston Springs, TN 37082



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Townsend
1535 7th Ave
Clarkston, WA 99403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie SaintCyr
715 Grandview Ave
Scotts Mills, OR 97375



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jo Ellen Ziskind
1201 NE 81st ST
Kansas City, MO 64118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Story Sandy
4490 N Ardmore Ave
Shorewood, WI 53211
 



4149629426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Rowehl
30 Jericho Tpke#132
Commack, NY 11725



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Curtis
19 Afterglow Road
Sparta, NJ 07872
 



9737297907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Viola
1619 LAKESIDE DR
WILLIAMSTOWN, NJ 08094



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
barb lavin
1066 freedom crt
quakertown, PA 18951



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gwynyth Chmara-Huff
445 N. Pearl St.
Granville, OH 43023
 



(740) 321-1406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tina Grider
5004 12-1/2 Mile Road
Burlington, MA 49029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JOHN HENRY
21050 NAGLEE RD
TRACY, CA 95304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
claudia michaels
672 Wedgewood dr
Avon Lake, CO 44012
 



(440) 653-9664



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Pratt
166 Norfolk St Apt B
New York, NY 10002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Valeria Taylor
P.O.Box 150
Baker, NV 89311



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doug Burke
910 Hayes Ave.
Oak Park, IL 60302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lida Richardson
31 Brookdale Rd.
Newton, MA 02460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Phaedra  Kossow-Quinn
343 G Street Apt D
Arcata , CA 95521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawn Benjamin
11492 Grand River Dr SE
Lowell, MI 49331



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan Garno
24 Hade Court
Warwick, RI 02889



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Bruce Burns
11441 N IH-35 #19105
Austin, TX 78753



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcie Colpas
5437 E. Pinchot Ave.
Phoenix, AZ 85018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Mehnert
1508A Church St
San Francisco, CA 94131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
austin manchester
151 grace trail
palm beach, FL 33480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
vance jacobus
1331 granite creek lane
chino valley, AZ 86323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Nelson
309F Craig Henry Drive
Apt.105
Ottawa, ON K2G 4E9





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We are writing to you because we care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants
and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cedra & Eric T Spragett
1102 E. Kristal Way
Phoenix, AZ 85024
 



(623) 780-9947



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. probyn gregory
10877 deliban St
LA, CA 91042
 



(323) 465-8379



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am absolutely appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. The scope of such a scheme is maddening, all to
pander to the interests at large in the Las Vegas area! Why would we pump our water to
southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth (gee, what a great idea, lets build a vast
metropolitan area in the middle of DESERT...what genius) when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it is more than
reasonable to deem that the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. I strongly urge you to please deny the authority's water-right
applications based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In
light of various other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water
demands, these water-right applications should be off the table, pronto!
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Billingham



83 Hartwell Avenue
Littleton, MA 01460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kyle Chidester
1206 Fell St
San Francisco, CA 94117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Intz Walker
1937 N.E. Oar Ave
Lincoln City, OR 97367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Blair
415 Prentiss St
San Francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Salamon
851 Viewridge Drive
San Mateo, CA 94403
 



508-432-2064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because as a human, a concerned citizen, and educated citizen, I care
deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management, and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for your time.
 
Sincerely,
 
Obiora Embry



228 Idlewild Court
Lexington, KY 40505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LuAnn Wherry
5754 PRAY ST
BONITA, CA 91902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
 
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
Sincerely,
Wayne Hamilton
 
Wayne Hamilton PhD
177 Quail Ridge Rd.
Springdale, UT 84767



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joan douglas
6110 93rd pl sw
mukilteo, WA 98275-3516
 



425-353-9202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Sato
2820 Monte Cresta Drive
Belmont, CA 94002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leila  Goldmark
1430 Journey's End Rd.
Croton-on-Hudson, NY 10520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Frost
4011 El Cerrito Rd
Palo Alto, CA 94306
 



(650) 493-8272



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Martin
258 Robbins Dr.
Newark, OH 43055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin B Friedman
2441 Woolsey Street
Berkeley, CA 94705--200
 



(510) 843-5119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nichole diamond
8 ashley ct
bedminster, NJ 07921



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
O. Bisogno Scotti
711 South Olive Street, #508
Los Angeles, CA 90014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Goldberg
29621 K St.
Ocean Park, WA 98640
 



3602443969



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Curtis Skurka
105 Clarke Road
Coventry, RI 02816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Anderson
7051 Ellis Avenune #33
Huntington Beach, CA 92648
 



(714) 847-8085



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Wines
311 4th Ave SW
Mount Vernon, IA 52314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Hart
18950 Cold Springs Drive
Reno, NV 89508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark A. Berman
332 Fearrington Post
Pittsboro, NC 27312
 



(919) 533-4231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jayme Gillng
299 Gemini Drive, Unit 2A
Hillsborough, NJ 08844-4978



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cyndi Clough
7504 E Indianapolis St
WICHITA, KS 67207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anne ballem
atlantic st
nq, MA 02171



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Ryan
3823 Nuthatcher Drive
Indianapolis, IN 46228
 



317-387-0240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Esther Brewer
1597 Sea Isle Rd
Memphis, TN 38117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doug Young
9410 Camino Venado
Helotes, TX 78023-4140



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teri Harper
208 illini drive
woodland park, CO 80863



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Wilsey
2702 Whitney Ave
Baltimore, MD 21215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raymond McGrath
110 Scott Dr
Enterprise, AL 36330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Mikulic
132 CSM Drive
San Mateo, CA 94402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Nicholson
35 Fox Rd.
West Cornwall, CT 06796



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Gibson
1770 N Mountain Highlands Blvd
Snowflake, AZ 85937



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. R T von Koch
8459 NW Ash Street
Portland, OR 97229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chan Darby
2301 Cloyd Blvd
Florence, AL 35630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Dietrich
7867 Hunters Ridge Drive
WEST CHESTER, OH 45069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Morano
9901 Highway 45 North
Columbus, MS 39705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
President Marnie Gaede
772 caldera curve
south fork, CO 81154
 



(415) 971-1537



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Sarah B B Stewart
302 Granite Street
Gardiner, MT 59030
 



(617) 876-6735



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
B ROSE
8568 DUTCH RIDGE RD
NEW STRAITSVILLE, OH 43766



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Eckel
57TwinPineWay
Glen Mills, PA 19342-1606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Glover
285 Saddlebrook Dr
San Antonio, TX 78245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dameta Robinson
1910 Oak St.
Wisconsin Rapids, WI 54494



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John DuBois
PO Box 1187
Renton, WA 98057



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Vickers
1319 Mulberry Ct
Frederick, MD 21703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Neil Haller
101 Red Oak Drive
Labadie, MO 63055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Lee Tucker
3400 Coffee Road, Apt 155
Modesto, CA 95355



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Gilbert Wald
534 Foothill Rd
Bridgewater, NJ 08807



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhea Stafford
299 Hillside Blvd.
Daly City, CA 94014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
We cannot steal from precious wildlife and wilderness areas without regard for the
consequences and the future of the ecosystem. Surely, diverting that much water instead
of exercising conservation and planned growth that includes the use of water already
utilized and diverted is irresponsible at best. Lowering the water tables to that extent
carries unknown consequences and raping the wildlife of their resources will surely result
in mass death and extinction of many species.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.



 
Sincerely,
 
Cindi Eveleigh
20251 N 75th Ave #1057
Glendale, AZ 85308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rita Valent
640 Westwinds Dr.
Dayton, NV 89403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Gilles
34114 Gail Drive
North Ridgeville, OH 44039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn VanCleave
P.O. Box 221
Whitewood, SD 57793-0221
 



6054430106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
judy storm
1003 Tyler Way
Sparks, NV 89431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vanessa Nichols
1078 E 73rd St
Brooklyn, NY 11234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary O'Brien
POB 770644
Steamboat Springs, CO 80477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Mairs
579 S. 3rd Ave.
Tucson, AZ 85701
 



520-623-2388



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harvey Sakai
1031 Live Oak Dr.
Santa Clara, CA 95051/4711
 



408-247-1948



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evelyn E.  O'Donnell
2393 Whisper Walk Dr.
SpringHill, FL 34606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Constance MacLeod
54 Norwood Ave
Manchester, MA 01944



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liz Neves
315 Saint Johns Pl
Brooklyn, NY 11238-5604
 



(732) 859-2544



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Izabella Dabrowski
11805 Eubank Dr
Austin, TX 78758



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ingrid Scott
P.O. Box 806
Castine, ME 04421



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nancy slesinger
278 franklin dr
berea, OH 44017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alicia M. Resa
151 Rainier Ct.
Chula Vista, CA 91911



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances Chew
11665 Royal Derwent Ave.
Las Vegas, NV 89138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Hershey
640 South Firestone
akron, OH 44301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcia Hertz
1246 W. Pratt Blvd.
Chicago, IL 60626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stafford Kramer
6207 North 101st Street
Milwaukee, WI 53225-1501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beate van der Schalie
3134 Essex Rd.
Cleveland Heights, OH 44118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice McLaughlin
19 Orchard Pl
Sumter, SC 29150



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Trinz
4351 Saltillo St
Woodland Hills, CA 91364



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
KATHY MCGROGAN
134 GOV. JOHNSTON RD.
GEORGETOWN, SC 29440-6845



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Collias
6003 Greenwood Ave N
Seattle, WA 98103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Marisa Morales
Leander, TX 78641
 
Marisa Morales
202 Ran Road



Leander, TX 78641



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carlos Castro
K 22 88 12
Bogota, ot 11121
 



(571) 657-6603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Quinn LaMunyon
616 N. Larch
Cannon Beach , OR 97110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Schneider
2526 Dotsero Court
Loveland, CO 80538



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
angelika davis
835 6th ave
salt lake city, UT 84103
 



(801) 534-0493



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Kolego
2457 Freetown Drive
Reston, VA 20191



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Panayi
15, Robin Davis Close,
NY, NY 10101
 



07967238626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Arbanas
45726 Westridge St
Newberry Springs, CA 92365-9120
 



760-257-4646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Wood
1815 Ridgemont
Columbia, MO 65203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachael Fossaceca
9 devereux lane
whitesboro, NY 13492



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Trowbridge
3537 Gylany Way
Greenbank, WA 98253



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Payne
2100 West Bradley Place
Chicago, IL 60618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn J Warner
5153 Isla Key Blvd
St. Petersburg, FL 33715
 



(727) 954-6834



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Messinger
4556 E 17th Ave
Denver, CO 80220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Berd
P.O.Box909
Magdalena, NM 87825-0909



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann J Stocker
1074 Beverly St.
Schenectady, NY 12306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Garbato
147 SE 260th ST
Plattsburg, MO 64477
 



913-205-9899



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lily SAYRE
5101 sw 145 Avenue
Southwest Ranches, FL 33330
 



954-434-3984



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Hablinski
142 Mohawk
CORPUS CHRISTI, TX 78405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phyllis Jacoby
1209 Romeria Dr
Austin, TX 78757
 



979-846-4280



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wilfred Robin
549 11th Ave. Cir., NW
Hickory, NC 28601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Hamilton
2630 Kimberley Rd.
Ann Arbor, MI 48104
 



734 645-8304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care DEEPLY about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. I STRONGLY urge you to DO THE RIGHT THING by denying the
authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts
they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable
water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Michael Sullivan
915 Janet Lane
Lafayette, CA 94549-4718



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Summer Marasco
14559 SE Rhine Street
Portland, OR 97236
 



5037627846



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherry Weiland
11 lantern lane
Arlington, MA 02474
 



7816464064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Parker
322 W. Ohio St.
Marquette, MI 49855



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
m zeinali
5660 Thicket Lane
Columbia, MD 21044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Alex Herrera
9420 Bradner Drive
Austin, TX 78748
 



512-291-5907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jo Anna Hebberger
701 56th Street
Des Moines, IA 50312
 



717-368-3806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Lawson
6252 Ridgecrest Rd., Apt. 1606
Dallas, TX 75231-6768



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Tom Howell
725-D Montague Road
Columbia, SC 29209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. june M wolodkin
1 grimsby
rolling meadows, IL 60008
 



(847) 359-3092



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Norris
18960 James Madison Hwy
Troy, VA 22974
 



(434) 589-7270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LYNDA ELLIOTT
2902 W LANGUID LN
PHOENIX, AZ 85086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Galen Hansen
2420 76th Avenue Court NW
Gig Harbor, WA 98335



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald W. Hull
11830 Spring Grove Drive
Houston, TX 77099-5025
 



281 879-4856



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald W. Hull
11830 Spring Grove Drive
Houston, TX 77099-5025
 



281 879-4856



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Sobanski
358 E 19th St
New York, NY 10003
 



(212) 683-2173



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Marcum
3097 Stelling Court
Palo Alto, CA 94303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Buckley
10824 Nadine
Huntington Woods, MI 48070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cindy allison
914 lipan trl
austin, TX 78733



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Crockett
PO Box 810
Florence, OR 97439-0033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Bosworth
13505 SE River Rd. #251
Portland, OR 97222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Moser
46 Boulder Blvd
Peninsula, OH 44264
 



(623) 882-9051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Daniels-Lee
PO Box 1027
Ocean Shores, WA 98569



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Winifred Johanson
72 Laurel Dr.
New Providence, NJ 07974



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Holtzman
1199A Shetland Dr.
Lakewood, NJ 08701
 



(732) 262-3170



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melinda Dastrup
554 Commonwealth AVE
Salt Lake City, UT 84106
 



8014674026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Madeline Amalphy
651 Saybrooke Oaks Boulevard
Gaithersburg, MD 20877



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Stone
6308 Shoal Creek Blvd
Austin, TX 78757



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Feemster
5151 Sisson Drive
Huntington Beach, CA 92649-2439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claire Kanagy
5115 Topaz Dr.
Colorado Springs, CO 80918



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Tucker
107 West 86th Street
New York, NY 10024-3409



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim A Crutchfield
1012 Fair Street
Franklin, TN 37064
 



(615) 791-1444



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Reba Mcmillan
3414 maple st
Toledo, OH 43508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carole Demas
250 Taxter Road
Irvington, NY 10533



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Cohen
6071 E. Avenida Arriba
Tucson, AZ 85750



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Deuell
726 Birch Street
Pocatello, ID 83201
 



208-234-2677



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anita Reed
108 5th St Apt 5
Lewiston, ID 83501
 



208-413-6045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin Madson
4747 Maple Way
Cheyenne, WY 82009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about our country's environment. Nevada's
Great Basin is an important natural resource and all the plants and animals that live there
must be protected. The Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and eastern Nevada is a
dangerous proposition. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter F Schultz
501 Andrus Rd
Downers Grove, IL 60516



 
(630) 985-2340



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Rubin
86 Maple Street
Plympton, MA 02367-1204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carolyn lehman
327 bell Avenue, fl.2
altoona, PR 16602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenifer Schwendiman
6688 Ironwood Ave
Boise, ID 83709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ernest J.P. Muhly
P.O. Box 400
Walkersville, MD 21793



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Dickson
109 Tabernacle Rd
Black Mountain, NC 28711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Bindas
2973 Mi Elana Circle
Walnut Creek, CA 94598



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
margaret  childers
45 westfield dr
lynchburg, VA 24502
 



434 237-1455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Brown
25-06Larchmont
Santa Ana, CA 92706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Grove
285 Coral Way
Broomfield, CO 80020
 



(303) 404-9506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Yates
105 Linville Dr
Castle Hayne, NC 28429



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monique Duphil
135 W.Lorain St
Oberlin, OH 44074
 



(440) 775-8200



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
D JEFFREYS
2490 Flat Rock Road
Watkinsville, GA 30677



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Weekley
2248 Finland Dr
Dayton, OH 45439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
yvonne wolf
pob 141
dexter, OR 97431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
R.A.L. WEst
P.O. Box 20
Taos, NM 87571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Robert New
2 Teenies Tiny Rd
Rutland, VT 05701-9820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monica Bologna
180 Ireland Ave.
Cincinnati, OH 45218
 



(513) 532-5710



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Putnam
1129 NW 8TH CT
LINCOLN CITY, OR 97367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harold Darling
2515 Lakeshore Drive
Cleburne, TX 76033-6970



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rachel chalchinsky
15 marbourne dr
mamaroneck, NY 10543



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Organizer Jessie Raeder
Organizer
427 Fell Street
SanFrancisco, CA 94102



 
(323) 823-5377



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shawn Douglas
314 NE 26th Dr.
Wilton Manors, FL 33334



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Turk
2914 Bird Dr.
Erie, PA 16510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carole Selz
861 Regal Rd
Berkeley, CA 94708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brendan Moore
4 Tulagi Place, Kohimarama
Auckland, ot 1071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ROBERT JOHNSON
1222 W. 132ND PLACE
WESTMINSTER, CO 80234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Luft
PO Box 96
Douglas, MI 49406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Kendall
930 Carraway Street
Tallahassee, FL 32308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Malgorzata Wisniewska
via marzabotto 18/e
fano, IL 61032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Poons
831 Broadway
New York, NY 10003-4729



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lea cox
433 Kingsley Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jeanne Layton
P.O. BOX 624
P.O>Box 915
Spokane, WA 99210



 
509-389-5918



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Jo Kirk
1585 Old 41 HIghway
Kennesaw, GA 30152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Clifford Hritz
2233 Dickinson Street
403s
Philadelphia, PA 19146



 
267-908-8348



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada.  Why would we pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard.  Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct.  Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah.  Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause.  In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valerie Face
2371 Sutter Ave Apt 6
Santa Clara, CA 95050-6662



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Hejny
2455 University St.
Eugene, OR 97403-1562



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joseph Jordan
7104 Tulip Street
Philadelphia, PA 19135-1428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hector R. Amaro
4716 60th Ave. NE
Salem, OR 97305-3713



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Connie Chambers
521 W. Floating Feather Rd.
Eagle, ID 83616-3813
 



2086083294



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Sleigh
Paguignan
Aigues-Vives, ot 34210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dena Sanders
7401 Ward Pkwy
Kansas City, MO 64114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Johannah Newmarch
#201-2095 West 46th Ave.
Vancouver, BC V6M 2K8



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Floyd
5375 Shirley J. Lane
Wrightwood, CA 92397
 



(760) 680-9479



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janine Moore
47 Silver St.
Waterville, ME 04901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James  Hansen
800 Waterbury
Highland, MI 48356



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Mary Schor
10320 Westlake Dr., Apt 305
Bethesda, MD 20817
 



301-767-0912



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vionnette Negron
130 Borada Road
Sanford, FL 32773



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john cohen
86 island rd
northampton, MA 01060
 



413 584 4241



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Purnima Barve
427 Dorothy Drive
King Of Prussia, PA 19406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JULIANNA BENEFIELD
104 Willoughby Lane
CARY, NC 27513-4142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Carpinelli
934 MINNESOTA St.
San Francisco, CA 94107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Aversano
15433 Pleasant Rd.
Maribel, WI 54227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William A Thorman Jr
2073 US Hwy 50
Batavia, OH 45103-8616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I generally favor the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would they pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Geoffrey Doman
13900 Cohasset Street
Van Nuys, CA 91405-2501
 



8187850574



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Roseberry
2151 Lincoln Hwy Apt G10
Levittown, PA 19056
 



215-584-6639



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hope Boije
6751 Longwalk Dr
Oakland, CA 94611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathy seabrook
1906 C street
Vancouver, WA 98663
 



360-903-8205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
D Orellana
7420  Rodebaugh Rd
Reynoldsburg, OH 43068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Turnbull
8519 Vivian Ct
Arvada, CO 80005
 



(720) 398-9380



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Todd Engleman
1954 Olde Buggy Dr
Neenah, WI 54956



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chadwick Wright
8952 Marchbank Lane
Lewis Center, OH 43035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexandra Eaton
7465 E. Greenwich Dr.
Bloomfield, MI 48301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jessica harris
570 n wrightwood dr
orange, CA 92869
 



7148657899



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Grundmann
Unemployed
698 Hawthorn Rd
East Brighton



Melbourne, ot 3187
 
0395965254



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Kliszewski
625 Via Monte d'Oro
Redondo Beach, CA 90277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Gilmore
PO Box 125
Berger, MO 63014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
uy jhg
56 ghgh
kjk, MD 20812



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Micah McIntyre
1501 rambla serena
San Marcos, CA 92069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Heineken
4310 Balsam
Jackson, WY 83001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate Mcclain
1786 Timothy Rd
Mckinleyville, CA 95519
 



(707) 839-0313



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leah Healy
150 Canfield Ave.
Santa Cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mike wilson
410 E. Rosevelt Blvd.
Phila., PA 19120-4011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda W. Sheehan
335 Anderson Rd
Sebago, ME 04029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Regina Galbick
9303 N Exeter Ave
Portland, OR 97203-2701
 



5038533188



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
Sincerely,
 
paul howes
757 ithaca
boulder, CO 80305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caitlin Meyer
3086 Hidden Brook Drive
Ravenna, OH 44266



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
eliot Tigerlily
906 REDWOOD DR.
Garberville, CA 95542
 



7079231296



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Hopper
5112 W. Kent
Lincoln, NE 68524



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lawrence Edwards
69291 Country Club Dr
Desert Edge, CA 92241



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Evans
20609 NE 157th Street
Kearney, MO 64060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lawrence Gilbert
245 N Broton Rd
Muskegon, MI 49442
 



2317408109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Manuela Rohm
389 Golfview Drive
Weston, FL 33326



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sandra Oliver-Poore
3144 Tess Ave NE #124
Salem, OR 97301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darren Strain
4824 Shepherd Street
Brookhaven, PA 19015-1124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
william mittig
4279 Grist rd.
Mariposa, CA 95338-8701
 



209 966 4826



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Richter
926 Prospect Ave
Bethlehem, PA 18018-5020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Cwang
175 Roseborough Cres.
Toronto, ON L4J 4V6



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Ken Wilson
35 Liberty Lane
Petaluma, CA 94952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Berger
120 Columbus Place, #14
Stamford, CT 06907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Star Star
21 Linden St. Apt. A
Somersworth, NH 03878



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Ginger Anderson
9915 England Drive
Overland Park, KS 66212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harold Wakefield
6050 Nevada Avenue,  Apt. 13
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-3545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Rhein
10376 El Honcho Pl.
San Diego, CA 92124
 



858 4959049



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ted Kozlowski
5409 SW Scholls Ferry Rd. #25
Portland, OR 97225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Max Drake
1050 Beaver Dam Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27517
 



9199280537



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eve Gaige
35 Blue Bell Lane
Palmyra, VA 22963



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Todd Davis
5046 W. Parsons Drive
Boise, ID 83714



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sergio Lozada
5455 N. Sheridan Rd.
Chicago, IL 60640
 



312 617-8024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vicki Kruschwitz
114 Kingston Drive
Waco, TX 76712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex Oshiro
1920 Kahakai Dr.
Honolulu, HI 96814-4820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Jaegers
4095 Robert Ave.
St. Louis, MO 63116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Dupuy
19901 Coral Sea Road
Cutler Bay, FL 33157



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susan turmell
116 sentinel
missoula, MT 59801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Orshan
120 E Mallard Dr
Boise, ID 83706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Orshan
120 E Mallard Dr
Boise, ID 83706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
eileen livingstone
1224 patrick lane
newport news, VA 23608
 



757 8336931



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristin Perry
1290 North State (PO 570048)
Sigurd, UT 84657
 



435-896-9493



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tracy foreman
423 n ridge
taylorville, IL 62568



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he (you) finds
that the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being
diverted.
 
The statute does not define "environmentally sound".  But the catastrophic and irreversible
impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction--as documented in the
Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement" for the pipeline
proposal--are clearly not environmentally sound.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to
the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vice President Celia Kutcher
34681 Calle los Robles
Capistrano Beach, CA 92624
 
949-496-9689



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly  Mullins
289 Kenyon Road
Morris, CT 06763



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Root
139 Dunham Hollow Road
East Nassau, NY 12062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shirley Barclay
411 Bond St
Red Oak, TX 75154



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dotti King
2056 Walnut Grove Ave
San Jose, CA 95128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex Zukas
5615 Spartan Drive
San Diego, CA 92115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ian Judge-Lord
2100 SE 33rd Pl
Portland, OR 97202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cecil Shive
Science Teacher
4102 fox trail
temple, TX 76504





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Jo Luu
129 N Warbler Lane
Sarasota, FL 34236



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rose Marie Wilson
32 Willowood Drive
Wantagh, NY 11793
 



516-605-1769



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marlenne Menzel
14757 SW 101st Terrace
Miami, FL 33196
 



3053034912



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Holloway
958 Church Road
Saugerties, NY 12477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eve McNamara
51 Aspen Drive
North Brunswick, NJ 08902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Lori KiersteadWaibel
66 elm street
Enfield, CT 06082-3631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marion Ehrlich
1424 Carson Road
Wilmington, DE 19803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
julie quanstrom
9625 west campana drive
sun city, AZ 85351



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Bailey
9601 NW Leahy Rd, #209
Portland, OR 97229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arthur Roach
1749B S. Hayes Street
Arlington, VA 22202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katie Mieher
14506 Highsmith St
Austin, TX 78725



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rob Salazar
77 N. Shining Sun
Santa Fe, NM 87506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michell Crow
10555 E. Baywood Ave.
mesa, AZ 85208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Valentine
Springer lane
Saratoga, CA 95070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kerstin Green
9431 Live Oak Pl # 208
Davie, FL 33324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marianne Bell
1786 Sage Ln.
Lake Havasu City, AZ 86403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Liszeo
18450 Poplar Ave.
Homewood, IL 60430



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn O'Brien
9025 W 3rd St, 302
LA, CA 90048-2967



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Orme
502 N. 80th St.
Seattle, WA 98103
 



(206) 789-3891



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
For goodness sake! As a born Westerner, I am writing to you because I care deeply about
the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the
Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water
annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water
to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy S Kelly
2402 Cameron Mills Rd
Alexandria, VA 22302





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing because I care about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live
there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
 Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah.  Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause.  In light of other options available to
the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Carter
2836 Hwy 95 So
Moscow, ID 83843



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
melody woods
1043 west glenlake apt.b
chicago, IL 60660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Davis
2912 S Rainier Pl
Kennewick, WA 99337



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hugh Freund
38 Cheehaak Road
South Freeport, ME 04078



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
brittany noonan
275 Pleasant st
Barre, MA 01005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marianne Linsey
1008 Graff Rd
Attica, NY 14011
 



585-591-1873



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen k Borbon
45 Bellevue Terrace
Bloomfield, NJ 07003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
eric smith
647 cree dr
san jose, CA 95123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. chris witmer
109 meadowlark dr
royal palm beach, FL 33411
 



5616165813



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Winblad
918 S Carpenter St
#2R
Chicago, IL 60607-4283



 
312-492-9259



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lascinda Goetschius
13-21 6th Street
Fair Lawn, NJ 07410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Arthur Firth
1011 Emerald Bay Drive
Salisbury, NC 28146-1586
 



704-633-3069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you about Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export
57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Parrott
96 Wilson Avenue
London, ON N6H1X7
 
519-936-2063



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JOHN MAYBURY
1302 ROSITA ROAD
PACIFICA, CA 94044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Taylor
7717 E Broken Wagon Way
Prescott Valley, AZ 86314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Nutini
3561 Pine Needle Dr. - D2
Greenacres, FL 33463-3139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan Netherton
20145 NE Sandy Blvd
Fairview, OR 97024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Kaufmann
35 Randall Ave.
Stamford, CT 06905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lowell Eliason
6124 Tonga Circle
Cypress, CA 90630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jim brink
5716 shirley ave
tarzana, CA 91356
 



8183559542



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
suzanne kruger
rt.2, box 1008
harpers ferry, WV 25425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss Carrie Gray Wolfe
20390 E Birch Hill Dr
Palmer, AK 99645



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles W Mc Rae
PO Box 669
Marion, SC 29571-0669
 



(843) 423-4767



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Calash
23051 Lipton St.
Lake Forest, CA 92630
 



714-547-3143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
iraida E capaccio
337 hudson rd
sudbury, MA 01776
 



(978) 443-9471



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Mr. King, the cultural we live in is moving in the direction of changing our values to
acknowledge that humans do not have the right to the wholesale destruction of habitat for
other living beings just to satisfy our own needs.  Be in the vanguard of this change and
deny this unnecessary and diversion of water. 
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Carol Kelly
PO box 126
Berkeley, CA 94701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chris seaton
1041-b via chaparral
santa barbara, CA 93105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Evans
12668 W Dorado Pl
Littleton, CO 80127
 



(303) 319-8850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ryan toups
725 joseph
new orleans, LA 70115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Wineman
26 McTernan St
Cambridge, MA 02139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cathy dermody
2813 e. crawford
st. francis, WI 53235
 



23456789



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Ford
1053 W District St
TUCSON, AZ 85714
 



(520) 889-1963



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Ward
25 Columbus Avenue
Somerville, MA 02143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nichol Hebert
1367 Little Willeo Rd
Marietta, GA 30067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Lesley Swinton
East
Adelaide, ot 5501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katie Zukoski
1884 Humboldt rd
Chico, CA 95928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Berl Oakley
1212 Parkside Rd.
Lawrence, KS 66049



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angel Kanteti
3292 Millwood Trail
Smyrna, GA 30080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Douglas
1007 Yankee Court
Warrenton, MO 63383
 



636 528-8847



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Allen
3-1-6 Omori-Naka
Ota-Ku, Tokyo, ot 143-0014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linde Dauner
8806 Indian Village Dr
Wellington, CO 80549



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. sesame fowler
1269 CR 626
Gardner, CO 81040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
severine stockling
34 bd bouge
marseille, ot 13013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Mulligan
87 Lexington Avenue
Bayonne, NJ 07002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jacqueline wolfe
54840 tecumseh rd
calumet, MI 49913
 



906-337-5333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Valerie Sisson
5190 Blaine
Kentwood, MI 49508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liz A Clark
2970 n Sheridan rd
Chicago, IL 60657
 



517-547-6556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carina Ahren
425 Campbell Ave.
Havertown, PA 19083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank N Beaven
3401 Thornewood Dr
Atlanta, GA 30340
 



(770) 414-2820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maria pagano
12 curtis st
salem, MA 01970



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chantal Provost
24 rue du 1er Mai
Trets, ot 13530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liz Reed
21363 W. Engle Dr
Lake Villa, IL 60046
 



847-871-3235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
norma harris
46-01 39th ave
queens, NY 11104-1401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy L.  Lutz
19 Apple Ln.
Park Forest, IL 60466-2054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Aunkst
36 Dans Lane
Watsontown, PA 17777



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
PLEASE USE THE POWER THAT YOUR POSITION PROVIDES TO PRESERVE OUR
PRECIOUS LAND!
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Diwamani Kadiroff



731 W 183 St
New York, NY 10033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Las Vagas is nothing short of obscene already with its use of water and natural resources.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Boone
11747 Alba Rd.



Ben Lomond, CA 95005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shelby Heimbach
8127 Rapallo Way
Clay, NY 13041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Alexandra Dane
3 Newbury Rd.
Ipswich, MA 01938
 



(978) 356-0682



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sigrid Ramos
14836 Hart St.
Van Nuys, CA 91405-3019
 



818-989-2394



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Woodbury
p.O. Box 550252
s, CA 96155



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Chris MacKrell
4835 E Anaheim St # 211
Long Beach, CA 90804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Robertson
8315 NW Waukomis Drive
Kansas City, MO 64151
 



816 413-6445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alexa rodriguez
10443 Marklein Ave.
Mission Hills, CA 91345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keaton White
100 South Eudora St
Denver, CO 80246



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dean Wilson
32675 gracie ln
Plaquemine, LA 70764



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ramsey Sealy
1356 N. Stephens Ave.
Fayetteville, AR 72703
 



479-443-2154



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Debra Gakeler
11503 Rosehill Rd
Overland Park, KS 66210-1333
 



9133451780



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Johnson
305 1/2 mayfair Ave.
Oak Hill, WV 25901-3018
 



3044696438



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john rogers
45 westfield dr.
lynchburg, VA 24502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Escajeda
859 Santa Maria Way
Lafayette, CA 94549-5154



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because of my deep concern for the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there.  I am horrified by the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to
pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Mary Ting
artist, professor
393 East 10 Street #4
New York, NY 10009



 
(212) 260-7393



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Guerrero
816 O St.
Port Townsend, WA 98368



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Heather Palmeira
60 NH Route 104
Danbury, NH 03230
 



603-768-3307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel Libman
5455 N. sheridan Rd #2911
Chicago, IL 60640-1940



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Erin Marshall
5736 NE 29th Ave
Portland, OR 97211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Consbruck
12252 Willowbend Ln
Sylmar, CA 91342-5150



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annmarie Lucchesi
4822 Kinghurst Dr.
San Jose, CA 95124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ann winship
726 ashley ave
woodland, CA 95695



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Courtney Cole
2635 King George Court
Conyers, GA 30012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sidne Baglini
4103 Battles Ln
Newtown Square, PA 19073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Bonnet
13600 sw 102nd Ave
Miami, FL 33176



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jerry persky
859 princeton street
santa monica, CA 90403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Skrovan
22 Janivar Drive
Ithaca, NY 14850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Dabney
258 Hwy 55
Jamestown, KY 42629



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jocelyne HUTH
11 rue du peras
marseille, ot 13013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Giordano Schillaci
San Lorenzo Street n.6
Palermo, ot 90146



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A Braswell
po box 20042
Bradenton, FL 34204
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Ann Nix
17095 Tomahawk Trail
Plymouth, IN 46563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Eastabrooks
155 Green St.
Andrews, NC 28901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ron rediger
25152 de wolfe rd
newhall, CA 91321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristin Kokal
518 SW 52nd Street
Cape Coral, FL 33914
 



239-267-7858



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marite Faisal
5594 S. Oak St.
Hinsdale, IL 60521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bob rolsky
po box 348
suquamish, WA 98392
 



360-697-4219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jerry persky
859 princeton street
santa monica, CA 90403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Yu
33 Emerald Glen
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Rainbrook
2026 E. Forest Dr
Tallahassee, FL 32303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. George Rawley
1682 Filbert
Chico, CA 95926
 



(530) 343-9547



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stefany Garza
B. de Garcia 936
San Nicolas de los Garza, ot 66450



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Williams
422 Salem St. #150
Medford, MA 02155



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jerry persky
859 princeton street
santa monica, CA 90403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Fuegi
P.O.Box 1938
Point Roberts, WA 98281



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jerry persky
859 princeton street
santa monica, CA 90403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alicia Gilbert
1407 CR 262
Nacogdoches, TX 75965
 



936-568-0669



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carol flatmo
8043 darryl st
lemon grove, CA 91945-2504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eugene Treadwell
Apt 418, 1100 Bolton St.
Baltimore, MD 21201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jackie Sylvander-Sodano
PO Box 387 (3868 Indian Hill Rd)
Shrub Oak, NY 10588-0387



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne Proimos
622 N.Edison
Royal Oak, MI 48067-2119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
EDWARD       G. MRKVICKA
2219   N.  RANCHO   DR.   #1001
LAS VEGAS, NV 89130-3317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Beracha
4541 NW 13th Avenue
Pompano Beach, FL 33064
 



(954) 943-1886



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Moeller
806 W Green St
Urbana, IL 61801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colleen Tuxbury-Tripp
1568 Cornerstone Dr
Missoula, MT 59802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Geneive Boone
773 mission rd
Yardville, NJ 08620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Noveck
4923 Encino Terrace
Encino, CA 91316



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Feuerbacher
4531 N. Meadow Lane
tucson, AZ 85749



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jerry persky
859 princeton street
santa monica, CA 90403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Muczynski
4560 Garfield St.
La Mesa, CA 91941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Sante
5529 Ipiranga St.
Santiago, ot 0000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J.V. Connors
314 N. Pinos Altos St
Silver City, NM 88061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jesse Smallwood
Sweet Briar Ln.
Raeford, NC 28376



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jerry persky
859 princeton street
santa monica, CA 90403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Pontius
1305 Woodfield Ave.
South Bend, IN 46615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Audrey Gulla
670 Wiscasset Rd
Boothbay, ME 04537



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phil Raider
620 5th Ave
Venice, CA 90291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liselle McFletcher
3408 Huron Avenue
Kalamazoo, MI 49006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Hartley
6040 Roosevelt
Ketchikan, AK 99901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sales Michelle Ognjanovic
sales
7 W. 104 St
New York, NY 10025
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Cronin
251 Summer Street #1
Somerville, MA 02143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allison Everitt
3901 Montgomery Blvd NE Apt 1512
Albuquerque, NM 87109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evelyn Pickles
230 Imperial Way
Dayton, NV 89403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Rathbun
PO Box 857
Haiku, HI 96708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherri Doiron
333 Reagan Ct.
Royse City, TX 75189



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Hermeyer
1124 Page Street
San Francisco, CA 94117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Durando
523 chesterville rd
landenberg, PA 19350



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Orndorff
2238 N W 12th St
Oklahoma City, OK 73107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Drake
8339 Thomson Road
Elkins Park, PA 19027
 



2156359132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leigh McCandless
4601 Stein Ave
madison, WI 53714



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Klitzke
34882 Carbon Drive
Sterling Heights, MI 48312-4934



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria DeLuca
1132 West River Road
Brattleboro, VT 05301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Weinstein
24116 SE 45th Place
Issaquah, WA 98029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JIM STOLZ
5097MACEDONIA church road
FAYETTEVILLE, NC 28312
 



910-672-0225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jerry persky
859 princeton street
santa monica, CA 90403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Epstein
7 Arizona Terrace
arlington, MA 02474



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ARTURO FRANCO
REPUBLICAS
MEXICO, ot 33310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Phillips
11 Hayward St.
Patchogue, NY 11772-1519



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
andrea scully
2908 pine grove ave
port huron, MI 48060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Serena Laney
10626 E Kiva Ave
Mesa, AZ 85209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia A. Chernoff
771 West End Ave. #10K
New york, NY 10025-5539



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Lucas
12777 Ashford Point Drive Apt. 507
Houston, TX 77082



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Berry
97 N. Ashwood Ave.
Ventura, CA 93003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Whetstine
13423 Silver Lake Dr
Poway, CA 92064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Christine V V Fink
10 w. Canterbury Dr.
Stockton, CA 95207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Christine V V Fink
10 w. Canterbury Dr.
Stockton, CA 95207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Simona Vigil
 Cumberland Cr.
Irving, TX 75063



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin Halleran
207 E. Duke of Gloucester St.
Williamsburg, VA 23185



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sean guffey
po box 542
green river, UT 84525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah and Bruce Outcalt
4887 Stargazer Lane
Spencer, IN 47460-5165



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Jameson
4750 Wheaton Dr. #34
Ft. Collins, CO 80525-9481



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Pamela K Kjono
9200 Mulholland Dr
Grand Forks, ND 58201
 



(701) 775-8248



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joseph Holloway
4913 Sandy Brook Circle
Wimauma , FL 33598



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kjersten Gmeiner
2513 NE 115th
Seattle, WA 98125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Rappl
PO Box 151260
Lakewood, CO 80215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sharon castelli
23 perkins ave. 7
23 perkins ave.
northampton, MA 01060





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Linda  Tollefson
5572 Glen Lake Rd
Boulder Junction, WI 54512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
This is not a good idea.  To do this will hurt Nevada's wild life.  Utah can put together
better water systems to conserve and protect their water supplies.  We allredy have to
conserve all around the planet, because we have changed the balance nature had.
 
Sincerely,
 



Vivianne Mosca-Clark
3565 E. Fork Rd.
williams, OR 97544
 
541-582=2456



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raymond Keeling
762 Panorama
Milford, MI 48381



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Bernstein Hyman, Phd
99 Broadway
Rockville Centre, NY 11570



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dipal Gandhi
2005 Continental Ave
Hayward, CA 94545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Klepek
108 S Milton Ave
Glen Ellyn, IL 60137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Bayer
111 Pirates Cove
Marathon, FL 33050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Lopresti
509 Diamond Blvd.
Johnstown, PA 15905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. L Parrish
27420 schulte rd.
Carmel, CA 93923



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annie Bien
29 Tiffany Place
Brooklyn, NY 11231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Padraic Smith
2 Pearl St
Graniteville, VT 05654



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristina Salgado
651 Terry Ave
Springdale, AR 72764



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Gerle
880 White Oaks Rd.
White Oaks, NM 88301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Janice Huddleston
4401 80th St NE Unit 16
Marysville, WA 98270
 



360-657-7650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Lima
Biologist
6213 Paseo Encantada
Camarillo, CA 93012



 
818-425-1249



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Duerbeck
1747 e northern ave
Phoenix, AZ 85020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Stocker
2701 E Copper Street 
Tucson, AZ 85716
 



520-881-1984



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Otto Lehrbach
282 Treichler Rd.
Alburtis, PA 18011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As one who was born and raised in the Great Basin in Nevada, I am writing to you
because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there,
and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colleen McMullen
6074 Antelope Trail
Kanab, UT 84741





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yvonne Shevnin
989 Tahoe Blvd. #69
Incline Village, NV 89451



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
natalie klein
27883 n. 111th way
scottsdale, AZ 85262



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jon Badgett
5 cummings court
Jackson Springs, NC 27281
 



910 235 9266



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norma Odell
9 Lakeshore Terrace
Chico, CA 95928-3914
 



530-566-1348



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doulgas Wolters
9218 Manchester Rd
Silver Spring, MD 20901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane McCullam
9880 Fairmount Road
Newbury, OH 44065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
s albert
n orlando ave
winter park, FL 32789



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee L'Enfant
180 Magnolia St.
Denver, CO 80220-6000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irving Lee
20 Confucius Plaza
New York, NY 10002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven J Richards
42451 Greenbrier Pk. Dr.
Fremont, CA 94538



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Amanda Overstreet
3468 1/2 Ligonier st
Pittsburgh, PA 15201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Apperson
1311 Lorimer road
Raleigh, NC 27606
 



Robert Apperson



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristi Zabiere
17239 Highland ave apt 4e
apt 4e
Jamaica, NY 11432



 
7186834818



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss Anna Jones
343 Parker Slatton Road
Simpsonville, SC 29681
 



(864) 915-6855



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Mudrick
1015 Prospect St.
Columbia, MO 65203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Budd
48-6 Foxwood Dr
Pleasantville, NY 10570



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina  Hodges
34606 Jerome St.
Chesterfield, MI 48047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Gagnon
6 Warwick Road
Franklin, MA 02038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Debbie Carson
62 Gun Club Rd
Charleroi, PA 15022
 



(724) 489-0210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Carter
4263 SE Belmont St, Apt 305
Portland, OR 97215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cade Bryant
3300 Port Royale Dr N
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M. Langelan
7215 Chestnut St.
Chevy Chase, MD 20815



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mis Thomas Kelly
MIS
43 Coppermine Village
Flemington, NJ 08822



 
(610) 751-1541



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Georgiana Yap
1765 Ala Moana Blvd. #1880
Honolulu, HI 96815



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lynda leigh
435 manzanita ave
santa cruz, CA 95062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Stock
8149 E. 4th Pl
Tucson, AZ 85710
 



5202709907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Button
2694 Big Horn Cirle
Lafayette, CO 80026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Wallace
123 Arbor Drive
Moab, UT 84532
 



(435) 259-0814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Smeltz
365 constellation dr
Freedom, PA 15042
 



724-601-4489



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
beverley abbey
2246 emerald
morro bay, CA 93442



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stacey Newland
961 Old Stone House Rd
Brownington, VT 05860



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Taylor
11134 Alameda Bay Court
Wellington, FL 33414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Nancy Black
972 Ithaca Road Apt 2 P.O.Box 35
Willseyville, NY 13864



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vicki Matheny
3007 Richview Park Cir. South
Tallahassee, FL 32301-3413



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karol Morphew
8119 Lopez Dr.
Clinton, WA 98236



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terran  Steinberg
11808 31st Pl NE
Seattle, WA 98125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynnda Oliveira
10270 E BLAKE RANCH RD
Kingman, AZ 86401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Blair Hopkins
936 W Metaline Ave
Kennewick, WA 99336-3469
 



509 586 3005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n/a VIRGINIA RICHARDSON
1313 ALEXANDER CIRCLE
SUMMERVILLE, SC 29483



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carroll Arkema
221 Ringwood Ave - A3
Pompton Lakes, NJ 07442
 



(201) 444-9484



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalie Kovacs
23592 Windsong #5C
Aliso Viejo, CA 92656



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs Adriana Navarrete Aguinaga
Av. Betanzos, 56
Madrid, ot 28029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Robert Wozniak
92 Mount Vernon Road
Columbia, NJ 07832-2727



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The Center for Biological Diversity is writing to you because they care deeply about the
Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern
Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually
from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to
southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting
the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table. I think God Almighty will stand  in Judgment over this situation if mankind does not
do what is right in this ordeal!
 
Sincerely,
 
David  McIntosh c.
710 White Pond Dr. Apt. #516



Akron, OH 44320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rita Boone
6820 Loretta Ct.
Avon, IN 46123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Weisman
1118 leah
Cary, IL 60013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Craven
2116 holland corner rd
Suffolk, VA 23437



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeannette Welling
2450 Pleasant Way
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-3274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lila  Greaves
1720 E Jamison Place
Centennial, CO 80122
 



303 738 9237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Carvell
19 E Fulton St, #2
Ephrata, PA 17522



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Alleyne-Chin
POB370812
Montara, CA 94037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Bott
2321 Q St #5
Sacramento, CA 95816
 



9166716691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Nancy Booth
6215 Blvd E
WNY, NJ 07093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Racquel Baldwin
13040 S Maple Ave
Blue Island, IL 60406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Koeller
931 S. Lafayette St.
Shawano, WI 54166
 



715 526-6952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Deborah Lane
3919 North Constance
Prescott Valley, AZ 86314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
debbie poulin
54 stevens hill rd
nottingham, NH 03290



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
With the knowledge we have today, to let the pipeline be developed would be a criminal
act.  People must care about the natural resource and all the lives that depend on them.
Please do not let this pipeline happen.  
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



carol judy
156 keysa dr
duff, TN 37729



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Kingma
2367 Alva Ave.
El Cerrito, CA 94530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Player
4338 8th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan Gackenheimer
3112 Route 116
Starksboro, VT 05487



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Stearns
3909 Virginia Rd
Long Beach , CA 90807



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ann Armbruster
PO Box 242
Green Valley, AZ 85622



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
zephyr alleshouse
1426 forest avenue
wilmette, IL 60091



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cassandra Browning
2170 Raynor St
Salem, OR 97302
 



503-302-5371



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms judy zimmer
125 old post rd. #7
new lebanon, NY 12125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
The toll on species would be staggering, and some species of desert fish and springsnails
would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the imperiled
greater sage grouse, pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern and
western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to
the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
p.s. Why would you pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Kenneth King
633 Terrace Ave
Half Moon Bay, CA 94019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Rose
221 10th St
Troy, NY 12180



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Novak
1644 Channing Ave.
Palo Alto, CA 94303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Larsen
18910 Bothell Everett Highway J2
Bothell, WA 98012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Verlene Lewis
192 N 2000 E
St George, UT 84790-1402
 



435-634-9032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of groundwater water annually from central and eastern Nevada.
 
Why would you pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Your chargeis to determine if the project is "environmentally sound."
 
No way is this an "environmentally sound" project. It would have catastrophic and
irreversible impacts, as documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft
environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Sweeney
1773 Selo Dr
Schererville, IN 46375
 
(219) 322-7239



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Mindar
1645 Ala Wai Blvd
Honolulu, HI 96815



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Cooper
PO Box 124
Chico, CA 95927



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerald Parkinson
701 Prescott Drive
Lawrence, KS 66049



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Damon Brown
3536 Cloverdale Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paul hwoschinsky
443 Strawberry ln
ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalie Audage
1717 Cork Place
Davis, CA 95618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronda Wilde
2563 Marsh Ave, Apt. 4
Apt. 2
Cincinnati, OH 45212



 
513-255-5487



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Wilson
4500 N. NorthwoodsnLn.
Bloomington, IN 47404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stefani Garis
117 Deerpath Lane
Lansdale, PA 19446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jillian Gallery
901 N Forest Street #136
Bellingham, WA 98225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Gayle Janzen
11232 Dayton Av N
Seattle, WA 91833
 



(206) 362-9278



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne Marko
PO Box 1801
Kalispell, MT 59903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Gill
1727 Coventry Road
Cleveland Heights, OH 44118
 



216-773-9700



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerard Bauer
739 Lill St
Barrington, IL 60010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Ellsworth
1217 Foulkeways
Gwynedd, PA 19436-1031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Sively
547 72nd Street
Brooklyn, NY 11209
 



718-772-4995



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Sansot
936 Franklin Street
Montara, CA 94037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Searles
8046 29th Ave NW
Seattle, WA 98117
 



206-782 5290



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steven thaw
30 woodside drive
moraga, CA 94556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura P,
Hoke Dr.
StonyPoint, NY 10980



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Mary Ann Armbruster
PO Box 242
Green Valley, AZ 85622



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ferrigno
5007 Cedar Ave.
Philadelphia, PA 19143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wallace White
589 high llama lane
Durango, CO 81301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Iva Riddle
1406 Ruth Street
Arlington, TX 76010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susan sziraki
5 lisa dr
oxford, CT 06478



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
claudio naranjo
box 141404
miami, FL 33114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristine Cassar
11 Bonnie Vue Lane
New Milford, CT 06776



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Lazarus
92 Harmony Rd
Pawling, NY 12564



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
This is appalling that the Southern Nevada Water Authority has requested to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Trisha Lotus
2425 C Street
Eureka, CA 95501
 



707-476-0173



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Molly Monroe
2849 SE Goodpark
Corvallis, OR 97333
 



(541) 230-0578



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Marshall
453 Ingleside Dr.
The Villages, FL 32162-4335



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to oppose Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. I oppose
sending Northern Nevada's water to Southern Nevada. Nevada's "interbasin water transfer
statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state engineer, you, to deny an application
for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the proposed transfer would not be
"environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
How can you permit the environmental destruction by a city that has failed to conserve it's
existing water.  Las Vegas needs to learn to live with the water it has not steal water from
the Northern Nevada ecosystem.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Conservation Cha Drew  Martin
500 Lake Ave. #102
Lake Worth, FL 33460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Gilsinan
PO Box 4511
Petaluma, CA 94955



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a biologist, I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the
plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rose Ann Witt
1282 Oak Grove Place
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-4249





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
c. golden
Box 101
Woody, CA 93287



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dolores Mick
291 Marquette St
Fond du Lac, WI 54935



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathy lyle
pobox 1982
gig harbor, WA 98335
 



(253) 858-3737



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jim krebs
stockton road
phoenix, MD 21131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Edmund Jones
PO Box 2201
Canyon Lake, TX 78133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rocio Ungaro
8414 N Packwood Ave
Tampa, FL 33604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan Green
4632 Don Miguel Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90008-4103
 



(310) 770-8794



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kathleen Finnerty
4319 NW 70th Terrace
Gainesville, FL 32606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
GRETCHEN WHISENAND
7731 ELPHICK RD
SEBASTOPOL, CA 95472
 



707 829-2971



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jean smith
6565 lonesome pine trail
greeneville, TN 37745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Ross
251 Jim's Branch
Swannanoa, NC 28778



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kip Sieger
2021 Harvest Moon Drive
Cedar Park, TX 78613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorraine Bell
21457 E. Crestridge Pl
Centennial, CO 80015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Don't pump the water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. PATRICK COSGROVE
2155 HARRISON BLVD
VALPARAISO, IN 46385



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tracey warrenl
222 hamilton avenue #9
seaside heights , NJ 08751



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darin De Stefano
1502 8th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elena kermani
16507 dove canyon road
san diego, CA 92127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arthur A Strauss
8 Blanchard
Irvine, CA 92603
 



(949) 725-9518



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Derek McArthur
3891 Melrose Road
Qualicum Beach, BC V9K 2M9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen  Taft
65 Granada Dr.
Corte Madera, CA 94925



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Dear Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you as a former resident of Fernley, NV and as someone deeply concerned
about the precarious state of the water tables in the Great Basin shrubland area.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? 
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Nancy Harvey
Nashville, TN
 
Nancy Harvey
5924 Abbott Drive
Nashville, TN 37211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
* Zentura
PO Box 4111
Casper, WY 82604
 



307-234-5079



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vince Snowberger
354 S. Taft Ct.
Louisville, CO 80027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marsha Wheaton
1720 Pergola Ave.
Traverse City, MI 49696



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Nawrocki-McElligott
85 Dudley Road
Billerica, MA 01821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Neill
90 Gramling St SE
Marietta, GA 30008
 



(770) 421-0287



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Gardiner
PO Box 2451
Cave Junction, OR 97523-2451



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Chemistry Gladys Mazzei
Arenales 2839
Buenos Aires, ot 1425
 



5411 4823 6072



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wayne Mortimer
405 W.Olive St.
BOZEMAN, MT 59715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Franco De Nicola
265 Thornell Road
Pittsford, NY 14534



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Franco De Nicola
265 Thornell Road
Pittsford, NY 14534



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Bescript
8882 E Maxwell Dr
Tucson, AZ 85747
 



520-663-1289



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Sutherland
220 North Almer Street
Caro, MI 48723



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Probola
112 Fairview Avenue
East Pittsburgh, PA 15112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Catlin
PO Box 773
Armonk, NY 10504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan Wilson
23 Leversee Ave.
Cohoes, NY 12047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The purpose of my writing to you bis to state my great care about the Great Basin and all
the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
 
I cannot understand why we would  pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
The "interbasin water transfer statute," of the State of Nevada - NRS 533.370(6) -
currently requires the state engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer
of water if he finds that the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the
basin being diverted.
 
The definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute; however, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The groundwater removal would trigger a horrific toll on this area; some species of desert
fish and springsnails would  be totally destroyed and go extinct. Widespread harm to other
species would occur, including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow
flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
The proposed applications threaten the essential natural heritage of the Great Basin in
eastern Nevada and western Utah.
 
I  implore you in the strongest terms, to please deny the authority's water-right applications
based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other
options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be
off the table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Christine Amsbary
POB 26812
Benbrook, TX 76126-0810



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erma Lewis
1736 63 Street
Brooklyn, NY 11204-2801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sara taylor
48 pinkham rd
lee, NH 03861



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy McPeek
1980 So Camino Real #9
Palm Springs, CA 92264
 



760-832-8162



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alex  quisenberry
po general delivery, 
tahoe vista , CA 96148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Miller
204 Locust
DuBois, NE 68345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Stuckey
5093 Amethyst Rd
Flagstaff, AZ 86001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leonard Rubin
7218 Blair Rd NW
Washington, DC 20012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Alan Jasper
retired
110 Hampton Way
Merrick, NY 11566



 
516 546 5090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paulette Walter
1190 Old Colony Lane
Colfax, CA 95713
 



530 346 2538



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Quellas
4143 Perlita Ave Apt A
Los Angeles, CA 90039-1334



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Nestor
4640 288th St.
Toledo, OH 43611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
o lewis
po box 881075
los angeles, CA 90009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Luke
47762 Northshore
Belleville, MI 48111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Genevieve  MacKinnon
826 Boulder Creek Lane
Ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Lauren Meredith
2257 Fulton St
San Francisco, CA 94117
 



415 221-9599



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Felicia Williams
4201 Mass. Ave. NW, #175
Washington, DC 20016
 



202 362-7534



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keren Kumar
235 Depot St.
South Easton, MA 02375



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Larson
622 Log Barn Rd
Pittsboro, NC 27312-9407



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Kofler
199A N Main St
South Deerfield, MA 01373
 



413 665 2112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathie Rosvall
3286 Sugarbush Terr.
Vista, CA 92084-6650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Ochs
2913 Overland Ave.
Baltimore, MD 21214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. don meehan
1714 merrill dr
San Jose, CA 95124-5939



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Garescher
96 Main Street
Tarrytown, NY 10591



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Barnett
317 Barberry Dr.
lancaster, PA 17601
 



7868521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Eric Pihl
129 N. Wilke Rd.
Arlington Heights, IL 60005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I write to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals
that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada.  Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management, and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed, and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard.  Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct.  Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn, and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah.  Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause.  In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Georg Maslar
PO Box 269
Kensington, MD 20895-0269



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gloria Shen
123 Foxden Drive Unit 201
Fletcher, NC 28732



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Smith
1367 harrington road
Havertown, PA 19083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Fishgold
2446 E Pierson St.
Phoenix, AZ 85016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Acs
12233 Berlin Road
South Rockwood, MI 48179



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Jordan
7104 Tulip Street
Philadelphia, PA 19135-1428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dori Cole
68 Sterling Circle Apt. # 107
Wheaton, IL 60189
 



630-517-8773



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cathy Arnett
2128 Davis St.
fairmont, WV 26554



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Frank Aaron
5801 Pisa Lane
Frisco, TX 75034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and I am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from the  aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why in the
world even consider pumping water to southern Nevada to support UNSUSTAINABLE
growth, when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
IRREVERSIBLE  impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
We must, in all regions, learn to live within our means and sustainably.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elsie Wattson Lamb
848 N. Norris Ave.



Tucson, AZ 85719
 
(520) 882-0458



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lynda slipetz
823 waterside dr
south elgin, IL 60177



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Justin Robarge
1001 crest rd
papillion, NE 68046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terri Szabacsan
1431 Three Forks Dr
Katy, TX 77450



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
It is time for the Great Biped to realize that They, not God, is responsible for the future of
the Earth. That is the jod he gave us!
Sincerely,
 
Gloria Chepko
427 Foxridge Dr.SW
Leesburg, VA 20175





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Tate
345 Webster Ave apt 4B
Brooklyn, NY 11230-1428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol A. Russell
89 Greenwood Street; Apt. 417
Lake Placid, NY 12946-7005
 



518-837-5030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dena McAbee
Sturt St
Melbourne, ot 3136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristan Wheeler
741A Emerson ST
Palo Alto, CA 94301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Ross
1816 Eucalyptus Ave
Encinitas , CA 92024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
This one isn't as easy as some corporation wanting to come in and rape and area just for
it's bottom line no matter what the cost to others. However, when you think about it, what's
more important - a larger Las Vegas or the Great Basin? Pretty easy when you put it that
way - too bad Las Vegas.
 
Sincerely,



 
Larry Manter
1601 Whitehall Ct.
Wheeling, IL 60090
 
(847) 465-0642



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tessier Bull
3480 rancho view ct
San jose, CA 95132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Mikkelsen
20440 Anza Ave #318
Torrance, CA 90503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jon L. levin
1899 aster rd
macungie, PA 18062
 



(610) 366-9996



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Kirton
588 Kingston Road
Belmont, CA 94002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Gallagher
16-20 160th St
Whitestone, NY 11357



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jimi hammerly
12230 orchard ave
Omaha, NE 68137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Gee
PO Box 8674
La Crescenta, CA 91224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Reeves
5101 Pinon Hills Blvd
Farmington, NM 87402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Camerman
20 Holland Avenue
Albany, NY 12205-5014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
doug krause
31 battleford bay
fargo, ND 58108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric K Smith
8925 8th st nw
albuquerque, NM 87114-1704
 



(505) 243-7505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Stringer
2761 Happy Valley Rd
Wooster, OH 44691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carlynn chapman
13603 marina pointe dr
marina del rey, CA 90292



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
R. Kess
612 S. Beachwood Dr.
Burbank, CA 91506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Keating
517 SE 99th Ave.
Vancouver, WA 98664



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vivi Nantel
200 stuyvevant Drive
San Anselmo, CA 94960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Christopher
Parker St
Cambridge, MA 02138
 



02138-2244



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Reece Parker
1468 Matlick Ln.
Bishop, CA 93514



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sharyn wisdom
2345 Lagoon dr
Mesquite, TX 75150



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Fularczyk
16565 N 157th Ave
Surprise, AZ 85374



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Saarman
60 Park Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tamara Everett
4114 E. Union Hills Dr. #1201
Phoenix, AZ 85050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan M Walker
11 Greenridge Lane
Lincoln, MA 01773
 



(781) 259-9666



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Frances M Perlman
219 Main St.
West Paris, ME 04289
 



(207) 674-3991



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Nancy Schuhrke
1217 W Calle del Norte
Chandler, AZ 85224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex Oles
306 South Garfield Avenue
Hinsdale, IL 60521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Ladner
516 Station Road
Shandaken, NY 12480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
annie Houston
907 east capitol street, se
washington, DC 20003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Denski
819 snowden drive
Lake worth, FL 33461



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. kristy ray
2302 sinking creek rd
johnson city, TN 37604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Qiao
No.9 Changqing Road
Jining, Shandong, ot 27200



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Miller
913 N Governor St
Iowa City, IA 52245
 



319-339-7958



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dave santana
28 kennedy dr
w haverstraw, NY 10993



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Altman
3428 Dry Gulch
Laughlin, NV 89029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeannine Barrett
13 Ahmet Court
Oakhurst, ot 2761



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I have read and agree with the Center for Biological Diversity's  following letter and
therefore I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the
plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Shaffer
1805 S. Shields #C1



Fort Collins, CO 80526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sara L carroll
1604 broadmoor
boulder city, NV 89005
 



(702) 293-6976



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Mary WoodConstable
3524 St. Charles Pl.
Cincinnati, OH 45208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Oruch
586 Pinegrove Pl
Gahanna, OH 43230-7025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louise Simon
2380 W. Deerfield
Springfield, MO 65807-6900
 



417 886-5367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claire Jackson
4104 W Norma Ave
Tampa, FL 33611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fr. Carmen Scuderi OFM, Ed.D., PCC
5 E. 20th Street
Hazleton, PA 18201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Allen
811 Rosana Pl
Nipomo, CA 93444



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M Vlah
166 Collins Road
Pittsburgh
Ellwood City, PA 16117-5104





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Serena Wittkopp
7408 SE Sherman St
Portland, OR 97215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Polly Tarpley
24585 Waghorn Rd NW
Poulsbo, WA 98370



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Oslanzi
534 Erickson St.
Ottawa, IL 61350



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alexandra Susini
le guizay
Planfoy, ot 42660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marisa Menicucci
809 Gary Ave
Sunnyvale, CA 94086
 



408-749-1248



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jorge De Cecco
705 North State Street # 268
Ukiah, CA 95482
 



7074631653



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Delaney Dunlop
4526 Hamlets Grove Dr
Sarasota, FL 34235
 



9417265287



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Tenaglia
116 Rogers Drive
Manchester, TN 37355
 



931-409-0838



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr Hegeman
899 10th ave
ny, NY 10019
 



2122378289



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lisa adams-reeve
7427 39th ct.e.
sarasota, FL 34243



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Rosa
7104 Tulip Street
Philadelphia, PA 19135-1428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Edelman
31 Creighton St
Cambridge, MA 02140



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dolorese Firth
43294 wy. 77
Spartansburg, PA 16434-0036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. kim grunden
8869 avila ct.
hudson, FL 34667



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michael rubinstein
1821 Oakden Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90046
 



3236507081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Cancel
4324 Heron Lakes Dr
Sanford, FL 32771



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ned Rollins
2268 Westaire Ct.
Ann Arbor, MI 48103-3465



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Earl
1626 Oregon Street
Berkeley, CA 94703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Krasowski
332 Summit Street
Portland, ME 04103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Trevor Heneveld
2984 Kroy Way
Sacramento, CA 95817



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you very much for considering my comments.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
 



Mr. Richard A Spotts
1125 W. Emerald Drive
Saint George, UT 84770
 
(435) 574-2883



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Lee
1613 Lamar St
Florence, AL 35630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maurice Rosenstraus
266 Longwood Ln
Somerset, NJ 08873



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Tobias
PO Box 755
Hood River, OR 97031
 



(541) 387-3839



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Joyce Pusel
102 Emerald Circle
Durham, NC 27713
 



919-475-1014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Matwichuk
45835 Sleepy Hollow Rd.
Cultus Lake, CO 80936



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jana Miller
2685 Elmwood Ave Apt #4
Kenmore, NY 14217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Taylor Ferguson
37 Mountain View Avenue
Bristol, CT 06010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rosanne bono
p.o. box 532
tryon, NC 28782



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Schutte
3706 Georgia St #1
San Diego, CA 92103-4650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Ludlum
229 S. Harrison St.
Princeton, NJ 08540-5609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Hild
9525 Avenal Ave.
Atascadero, CA 93422
 



805-835-5135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Wachowski
N2890 County Road N
Monroe, WI 53566



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Brodman
1231 Andrew Lane
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
 



831 462-4041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rita L. Glasscock
1443 Bishops Lodge Road
1443 Bishops Lodge Road, NM 87506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Rustenbeck
1281 E. Magnolia St., Unit D225
Fort Collins, CO 80524



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheryl Kapelos
22 Greenwood Street - Apt. #1F
Melrose, MA 02176
 



713-688-6126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Geralyn Leannah
522 Grant Ave.
Sheboygan, WI 53081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
colin goldstein
1134 manitou ave
steamboat springs, CO 80477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ed Ozols
56 Kirby Close
Yorktown Heights, NY 10598



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Nahay
1013 Rosemere Ave.
Silver Spring, MD 20904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Boone
7020 Bellard Court
Raleigh, NC 27617



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ray Ortiz
33849 Michigamme Dr
Chesterfield, MI 48047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Welthy Silva
1433 Cottonwood Place
Las Vegas, NV 89104
 



(702) 440-3447



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Stockdale Wolfe
160 Claremont Ave.
New York, NY 10027
 



2126624741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jayn Avery
180 Zephyr Circle
Floyd, VA 24091



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marsha Adams
2201 S E Maple Valley Highway, #82
Renton, WA 98057



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Robert Fritsch
255 Upper Garland Rd.
Dexter, ME 04930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Neal
2625 Franklin St. #304
San Francisco, CA 94123
 



310-924-1357



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Farrell
1152 Van Curler Ave.
Schenectady, NY 12308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Grant Foerster
731 Talbot Ave
Albany, CA 94706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carlos trevino
406 thomas ave
pasadena, TX 77506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Rickert
6405 Roberts Drive
Temple Hills, MD 20748



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dean Pryer
1343 1/2 w 8th ave
Eugene, OR 97402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Meghan McCoy-Alchus
3035 33rd Street
Astoria, NY 11102
 



608-345-8057



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louise Castelluccio
19 Pinebrook Rd.
Monsey, NY 10952
 



8454254022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Alexander
32032 N. 69th St
Scottsdale, AZ 85266
 



(480) 488-3006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol McWhirter
480 W Rosedale Rd
Doniphan, NE 68832-9623



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Adler
410 NW 15th ave
Gainesville, FL 32601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brandy avila
1898e900s
springville, UT 84663



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christian Heinold
547  24th St  apt 21
Oakland, CA 94612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CHRISTINE LEFF
15424 natalie dr
oak forest, IL 60452



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Haskell Sprimger
1016 sunset drive
Lawrence, KS 66044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monica Mclean
13635 walnut
Whittier, CA 90602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gail keeler
6751 ash
benzonia, MI 49616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
roz hall
468  w. st. rd.  8
hebron, IN 46341



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael McCullough
1720 Hilltown Rd
Biglerville, PA 17307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Kob
135 West 96 Street  9B
New York, NY 10025-6437



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joel goodkind
23 George Torres rd
ranchos de taos, NM 87557



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Mr. King
 
I believe the Southern Nevada Water Authority ought to first assess the way water is
squandered and ways that same water can be utilized more efficiently before any more
action is taken on the request for a pipeline from the Great Basin Aquifers.
 
Desert ecology despite looking and feeling harsh and rugged on the surface, can be frail
when things like aquifers are disturbed on a large scale.  I am concerned about the eight
thousand acres of wetlands that would be impacted along with 310 springs and 125 miles
of perennial streams.  As well as the species that depend on this ecosystem including
desert fish, springsnails, greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia
spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
I would like to see the Southern Nevada Water Authority address how much of the water
needs could be met through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options.  Please deny their request until these issues are addressed.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jen Landry
2240 Railroad Dr
Fairbanks, AK 99708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Elepano
7619 Clarendon Bend Lane
Richmond, TX 77407



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim  Mazik
PO BOX 1693
HAILEY, ID 83333
 



208 309 0281



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Heidi Schubert
727 South Ashland
Chicago, IL 60607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ed Good
640 Sandra Ave.
Harrisburg, PA 17109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lorraine Segedin
1385 Boise Lewis Rd.
Gable, SC 29051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Renee Jeska
2816 W. 182nd St.
Torrance, CA 90504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael McDonald
525 13th Avenue
Salt Lake City, UT 84103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William and Clarita J Nolan
9889 Gary Dr.
Browns Valley, CA 95918
 



(530) 639-2667



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Mathias
13800 Parkcenter Lane #347
Tustin Ranch, CA 92782
 



714-832-8846



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kim powanda
351 Westbourne Ct
Bloomfield Hills, MI 48301
 



303-9829832



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ann lilje
11930 w. raining stars lane
tucson, AZ 85743



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Susan Hittel
250 W. 90th Street
New York, NY 10024-1100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Karasek
11560 S Skyview Ln
Olathe, KS 66061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Hannan
246 Oxford Street Unit B-10
Orillia, ON L3V 1H7



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miriam Ivaldi
Yerbal
Buenos Aires, ot 1824



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Inglese
630 Thorsen Lane
Batavia, IL 60510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Walrafen
P.O.Box 3217
Prescott, AR 86302
 



928-776=0863



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
brenda bailey
po box 656
eastsound, WA 98245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Loretta Moore
348 Johnston Road
Bentleyville, PA 15314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
patricia lasek
8432 trenton falls rd
po box 56
barneveld, NY 13304



 
3158963932



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Paley
42223 Village 42
Camarillo, CA 93012
 



(213) 610-5039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine McNamara
2152 Torchwood Drive
Orlando, FL 32828
 



407-512-4085



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ed Moon
RR 2  Box 207
Rushville, IL 62681



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tony vanoni
1095buenavistaway
carlsbad, CA 92008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Meredith Smith
3910 Bowdens Ferry Road, Apt. 4
Norfolk, VA 23508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Harris
414 Betsy Ave
Pass Christian, MS 39571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna McNaught
742 E. Lake Ave
Baltimore, MD 21212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane  Carney
4418 Alderwood Way
Sacramento, CA 95864



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Giansiracusa
3057 Harbour Dr
Palmyra, NJ 08065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherry Gumberg
1516 Monroe Street
Hollywood, FL 33020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Meckler
3948 Stein Ct
South San Francisco, CA 94080
 



(650) 878-4835



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Speers
7111 SW 14th Ave
Portland, OR 97219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
eli leon
5663 dover
oakland, CA 94609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would anyone pump water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank U Farmer
8500 Indian Springs Rd.
Ash Fork, AZ 86320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fawn Hanna
322 N. Lanc. Pike
New Providence, PA 17560
 



717-786-9134



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew  Silverstone
Veterinarian
2573 Pamlico Loop
Virginia Beach, VA 23456



 
7573406996



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tray  Cumbie
10021 Cape Ann Dr.
Columbia, MD 21046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james clement
4805 N Henton Ave
Covina, CA 91724



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glenn Whiteside
16338 Windy Creek Drive
Monument, CO 80132
 



719-963-2166



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Janice Mackanic
52 Sheffield St.
Jersey City, NJ 07305-2817



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey miller
15 abingdon square     Apt. 52
new York, NY 10014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
This makes no sense. I lived in Fallon for 6 years and was able to take in the diversity and
beauty that was there because of the lakes. Want to dry up all the lakes and kill all the fish
and water fowl?
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Broadbent
410 S  Main
Bucoda, WA 98530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Conzelmann
801 Bourque Road
Lafayette, LA 70506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Levin
4155 Cesar Chavez, #1
San Francisco, CA 94131
 



415-695-7432



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gloria La Fleur
5628 Katheerine
Dearborn Heights, MI 48125-2650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Giordano
17848 Columbia Drive
Castro Valley, CA 94552
 



(510) 581-7528



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorne Beatty
573 N. Maxfield Road
Brighton, MI 48114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Droubi
17701 Caddy Drive
Derwood, MD 20855
 



3019637361



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Bailie
304 Opihikao Place
Honolulu, HI 96825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate  McClure
217 E St. SW
Auburn, WA 98001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Ehmke
PO Box 257
Grand Rapids, OH 43522
 



4198320227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?  We already
have more humans present than the desert can sustain.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lon Levy
18 Dalewood Road
West Caldwell, NJ 07006





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. William Peterson
4235 Glenwood Av.
Los Angeles, CA 90065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon  Killay
 433 Seagull dr
 Sebastian, FL 32976



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Kemple
28 Homestead Farm Rd
Milford, NJ 08848
 



9126559587



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Wong
3266 Chateau Du Lac
San Jose, CA 95148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mathew Metcalf
resident of
Olympia, WA 98501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
m Marangio
Endangered Species Biological Consultant
5446 Sutter Ave.
Richmond, CA 94804



 
510 684-1192



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Keyes
1059 Route 390
Cresco, PA 18326



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ragubathee Pather
13110 Steelecroft Pkwy, #201
Charlotte, NC 28278



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jo Ann Schneider
2415 Warring
Berkeley, CA 94704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CLAY BAUMUNG
662-38th St
Brandon, MB R7B 2S7



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sue lesmond
boise
boise, ID 83725



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Merja Vedenjuoksu
614 W Main St
Durham, NC 27701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kiera Allison
31-2002 Jefferson Park Ave.
Charlottesville, VA 22903-3065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
roxana mastronardi
villegas
san martin, ot 1650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely, Randall Thompson
 
Randall Thompson
1007 Myrtlewood Dr
Friendswood, WA 77546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Knight
3925 W. 25th avenue
denver, CO 80212-1218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liliana Ruiz
7057 Boul.St.Michel # 1
Montreal, QC h2a 2z6



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elyse Coulson
5451 Brosche Road
Orlando, FL 32807-1711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karina Conkrite
326 E 33rd St
Baltimore, MD 21218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pam Niedermayer
605 W CRESTLAND DR
Austin, TX 78752



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mark  alexander
990 Barlina Rd
Crystal Lake, IL 60014
 



815-455-0803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanine Lee
3195 Shriver Drive
San Jose, CA 95132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carl Clark
604 34 Ave NE
Great Falls, MT 59404
 



4067618322



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lj hish
grace
chicago, IL 60618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilee Talman
1134 Mountainview Court
Kingston, NY 12401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
pia  demarchi
Adelaide
Adelaide, ot 5001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Sweeney
347 MASSOL AVE APT 608
Los Gatos, CA 95030-7236



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Otto Cache
PO Box 234
Torrance, CA 90507
 



818-294-1023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sue lesmond
boise
boise, ID 83725



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Carney
25 Bowers Ave.
Runnemede, NJ 08078



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sue lesmond
boise
boise, ID 83725



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne J Kirby
15 Baldwin Dr
Sag Harbor, NY 11963
 



(631) 725-3398



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Weisberg
1018 Monmouth ave
Durham , NC 27701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Genevieve Esson
3238 Walter Ave.
St. Louis, MO 63143
 



314-348-7845



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Trani
147 New Canaan Avenue
Norwalk, CT 06850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Manning
5170 hwy 61
Columbiana, AK 35051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Wheelock
207 W. Lohrville Blvd.
Redgranite, WI 54970-9768



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth P Colby
1516 Brookhaven Drive
McLean, VA 22101
 



703-821-2359



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Applegate
5912 1/2 San Vicente Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caryle Johnson
PO Box 1238
Vail, AZ 85641



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jason dreizen
pobox1255
la, CA 90290



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MICHAEL MEYER
1597 Daws Rd
Blue Bell, PA 19422-3606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louise A. Morse
89 Battle Road
Princeton, NJ 08540-4945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darius Mazaheri
3818 Cypresswood Dr
Spring, TX 77388-5728



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Castner
406 Stouteburgh Ln
Pittsford, NY 14534



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
D. Singer
807 El Camino Real
Burlingame, CA 94010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jacquie` malette
1313 brooktree circle
west covina, CA 91792



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Berliner
2160 Laurel Canyon Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90046-2004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alicia Quintero
59 W. Center St.
Beacon, NY 12508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erick Egertson
33163 Fox Rd
Temecula, CA 92592-4344
 



9513032319



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maribeth Chadwell
2415 Second Ave #629
Seattle, WA 98121
 



(206) 728-4885



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen Lee
2033 W Porter Ave
Fullerton, CA 92833



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce Erickson
27 Pine Tree Road
Monroe, CT 06468



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurel E. Tate
1014 - 51 Alexander Street
Toronto, ON M4Y 1B3
 



416-944-9749



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynnda Strong
2309 Halibut Point Road, #34
Sitka, AK 99835
 



(907) 747-5098



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Lyons
51 Grant Street
Lexington, MA 02420-3704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Marc Draper
2589 E. 3020 So,
Millcreek, UT 84109
 



801 485-3867



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Sunkle
59 Thomas road
Granville, OH 43023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracina Stewart
2637 N Farragut St
Portland, OR 97217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. susan K spencer
PO box 538
Douglasville, GA 30133
 



(770) 942-9674



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalie A. Carter
562 Maple Avenue
Newark, OH 43055-5936
 



740-975-3880



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mabel Ayotte
2302 S. Maddock St.
Santa Ana, CA 92704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Peakes
509 Kim Pl
Hayward, CA 94544-1731



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melinda Henderson
4206 Mindi Ave
Naples, FL 34112
 



239-793-1379



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Krista Denton
1244 Columbia Dr. NE
Albuquerque, NM 87106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
G L Sanchez-Levine
244 Carlos Rd NE
Carlos Rd NE
Albuquerque, NM 87113/1402





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Sprague
12906 Crystal Reef Ct
Pearland, TX 77584



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M Dower
Fredrick Rd
Ellicott City, MD 21043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Stansfield
16314 62nd Ave. NW
Stanwood, WA 98292-8981



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Zemel
18210 Snyder Rd
Chagrin Falls, OH 44023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samantha Johnson
1 Grand Avenue
San Luis Obispo, CA 93410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marija Minic
8104 Ahey Road
Apartment #2051
Las Vegas, NV 89129



 
702-528-3687



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peg Millett
PO Box 338
Mayer, AZ 86333
 



9288990426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jorge belloso
431 metro walk way
richmond, CA 94801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzan Morris
6209 Paullin Drive
Middletown, OH 45042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and the plants and
animals that live there. I am alarmed at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to
pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. In its own water-resources reports, the Southern Nevada Water Authority
admits it can increase supply through enhanced conservation by an amount greater than
the pipeline would provide.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mieko Aoki
2940 Washington Street
Eugene, OR 97405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Muehlbauer
65-16 Cromwell Crescent
Rego Park, NY 11374
 



718-896-9114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am very concerned about the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump 57
billion gallons of water each year from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as not environmentally safe, given the
catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater
extraction, as documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental
impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Nerija Slotkus
Milwaukee
Milwaukee, WI 53233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LTC Gene Moser
9 Ward Dr
Hampton, VA 23669-3646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Phillips
1708 Kittrell Avenue
Maryville, TN 37804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Holly DeMaagd
2014 36th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Klemke
416 Cherry Ave
Oregon City, OR 97045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carrell Rush
1945 Vicksburg Rd.
Lexington, KY 40504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Howard LaMell
270 Marin Blvd
Jersey City, NJ 07302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorne Beatty
573 N. Maxfield Road
Brighton, MI 48114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
francesca bernabei
RUE DE LA LASNE 86
lasne, ot 01380



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jon Current
2323 NW 188th Ave Apt 925
Hillsboro, OR 97124-7091



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberto Villanueva
5819 Chickasaw Lane
Braselton, GA 30517
 



7709658841



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Rael
4 Roosevelt Blvd
Clayton, NJ 08312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janie Martinez
14210 Bateau
Cypress, TX 77429
 



(281) 807-9660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clayton Jones
13437 Greenwood Ave N
Seattle, WA 98133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harlan Solomon
6509 Sierra Dr SE
 
Lacey, WA 98503-2932



 
360-438-6313



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Carter
1260 Shaffer Road, #6204
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
 



831-460-9587



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Ann Murphy
Anatomist
52/1 Gladstone Street
Newtown



Newtown, Sydney NSW, ot 02042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Turner
5432 Ptarmigan Circle
Boulder, CO 80301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Yandell
3737 Mariana Way
Santa Barbara, CA 93105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate Koller
350 Franklin avenue
Ridgewood, NJ 07450



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate Robinson
1015 N. Mayflower St.
Anaheim, CA 92801
 



928-636-0677



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Carrie Mack
16340 Wayne Rd.
Livonia, MI 48154



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Molinari
100 Overlook Ter #616
New York , NY 10040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LeRoy Smith
4597 Sunset Drive
Lockport, NY 14094



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Book
12 Lois Court
Shrewsbury, PA 17361



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Pritchard
PO Box 3475
Ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Renae Bowman
208 Berry rd
Greer, SC 29650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Kim Johnson
PO Box 3894
Alpine, WY 83128
 



(602) 828-9884



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Shel Anderson
1706 Rosetta Dr
Durham, NC 27701-2327
 



9105153342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "inter-basin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an inter-basin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrub-land
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dry-land grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheat-grass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and spring-
snails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the
imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael  Milspaugh
2021 Regency Ct. Apt. #3
Appleton, WI 54915



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Dresser
1325 Raintree Place
Lawrence, KS 66044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Loomis
10206 Day Ave.
Silver Spring, MD 20910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danielle Green
1424 Kanawha Blvd E, Apt 21
Charleston, WV 25301
 



304-941-3565



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Fitz
28 Jonathan ct
Warwick, RI 02888



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Ellen Forwalk
6 Wing Shell Lane
Hilton Head Is., SC 29926
 



843-681-3096



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paula xiberras
hill
-
hobart, ot 70011





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ruth lovinsohn
58 hutchins rd
black Mountain, NC 28711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken McKay
198 Davis St
Springfield, MA 01104
 



 



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen Simatupang
5726 Cedar Place
Madison, WI 53705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danielle Green
1424 Kanawha Blvd E, Apt 21
Charleston, WV 25301
 



304-941-3565



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Carol Collier
1337 Pinebrook Way
Venice, FL 34285
 



941-485-2737



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Mock
6316 Monte Cresta
Richmond, CA 94806-4246



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caitlin Archambault
1114 Meade St
Richmond, VA 23220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erma Lewis
1736 63 Street
Brooklyn, NY 11204-2801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Orvin
8740 Auburn Dr
Charleston, SC 29406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Devy Rosa
19920 Casa Verde Way
Fort Myers, FL 33967



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raquel Medina
Therd Street
San Rafael, CA 94901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
I feel very strongly about this water steeling simply to create land for more people when
they can live somewhere else.  Please change your mind and deny the authority's water-
right application.
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,



 
Charlotte Kramer
22 Autumn Lea Circle
Telford , PA 18969



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sakil Hassain
112 West Eckerson Road
Spring Valley, NY 10977



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Button
5910 Morningstar Cir.
Delray Beach, FL 33484



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paola villalobos
7153 e.owassa rd
edniburg, TX 78542
 



9565333480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. B. Allard
PO Box 2515
Ewa Beach, HI 96706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tamadhur Al-Aqeel
1816 S. Bedford St.
Los Angeles, CA 90035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melody Erdwein
327 Cedarbridge Road
Monroeville, NJ 08343



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Licea
6206 S. Van Ness Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90047
 



3233167715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dean Sherwood
7012 E Nine Mile Rd.
Warren, MI 48091
 



248.464.2744



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
suzanne esquivel
1401 so magnolia ave
monrovia, CA 91016-5216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Philip Kritzman
5615 N Kostner Ave
Chicago, IL 60646-5917



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Rust
17672 Polson Rd
Mount Vernon , WA 98273



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie L Johnson
150 Thompson St., Apt. 3A
New York, NY 10012
 



(212) 533-4637



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Alex Woolery
Po Box 1743
Julian, CA 92036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vicki Ferguson
407 Brooktree Dr.
Ballwin, MO 63011
 



6364899326



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kendra Smith
44125 S Service Dr
Belleville, MI 48111
 



517-392-0605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jamila Garrecht
620 E St
Petaluma, CA 94952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
valerie marcotte
215 E 19th St
Costa Mesa, CA 92627



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L. Susan Griffiths
8293 sw 167th Place
Beaverton, OR 97007
 



5036427893



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Gallagher
621 17th St
Brooklyn, NY 11218-1110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Meccio
810 taconic woods rd
yorktown hgts, NY 10598



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Mummery
67 Village Trail
Honeoeye Falls, NY 14472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jordan Leigh
5070 Eliot St.
Denver, CO 80221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann-Elizabeth Barnes
138A Jug End Road
Great Barrington, MA 01230
 



4135281306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Maxfield
25 Dizzy Horse Road
Buford, WY 82052
 



3072224852



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Smith
30 Cumberland St.
Bruswick, ME 04011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Smith
30 Cumberland St.
Bruswick, ME 04011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julianne Ramaker
1375 NE Elk Court
Bend, OR 97701
 



541-383-3514



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Freedman
Tennyson
Mill Valley, CA 94941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
todd carlin
29176 mira vista
laguna niguel, CA 92677



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Charles E Yankel
3442 Washington Pike
Bridgeville, PA 15017-1060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samuel Morningstar
2728 N. Prospect Ave.
Milwaukee, WI 53211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Martinez
12460 Gilmore Avenue, Apartment #2
Los Angeles, CA 90066
 



(310) 985-3394



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizaveta Kuznetsova
1 University Drive
Aliso Viejo, CA 92656



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mike butkiewicz
5777 18 1/2 mile rd.
sterling heights, MI 48314
 



586-731-5248



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Ashford
1029 West Sierra Madre Avenue
Fresno, CA 93705-0416
 



5592260930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Donohue
38 Lakeview Ave
LYNBROOK, NY 11563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John  ellis
1649 W Ward Ave
Ridgecrest, CA 93555-8936



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juliann Pinto
4438 Pennypack Street
Philadelphia, PA 19136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elizabeth Hernandez
HC-2 Box 12912
Moca, PR 00676-9876



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ashley Gronski
2323 W. Pershing Rd. #220
Chicago, IL 60609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William J. Bolen
604-Sunshine Ct
brick, NJ 08724



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Langdon
1733 Beech Grove Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna  Sones
73 Wild Turkey Way
Santa Fe, NM 87505
 



15056993323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rand S Guthrie
7102 77th ave se
Snohomish, WA 98290
 



(360) 568-2665



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please read the following form letter and let it speak for me.  Thank you.  Ruth Stambaugh
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Stambaugh
93 Bird Creek Estate Rd



Black Mountain, NC 28711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raymond Zahra
1555 Horseshoe Dr.
Florissant, MO 63033-2523
 



(314) 831-1754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gwendaline Thoreaux
8787 Chase Dr. #217
Arvada, CO 80003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric G. Ramstrom
2451 Castlewood Dr.
Redding, CA 96002-5125
 



530-221-3650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Sullivan
18 Glen Road
Marshfield Hills, MA 02051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Francis   Gorman
 1283 George St.  NE
Aiken, SC 29801
 



803-642-4706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gayla Kirschmann
201 1st Ave. NW
Mandan, ND 58554



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Linda Spors
7945 Boston-Colden Rd.
Boston, NY 14025
 



716-941-3679



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Johnson
117 Cottage Rd
Shippensburg, PA 17257



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dave delson
7651 w,country club blvd
boca raton, FL 33487
 



9543047195



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roswell Coles
411 Richmond Ave
South Orange, NJ 07079



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Bennatti
1556 Bald Mountain Road
Orland, ME 04472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Catherine Foley
15 Woodbine Ave.
Stony Brook, NY 11790



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dina Monaghan
Water Gulch Rd
32303 Water Gulch
Coarsegold, CA 93614



 
559-232-0106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Silliphant
3949 Harmon Rd.
El Sobrante, CA 94803-3043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kate blake
2508 broad st
bellingham, WA 98225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Water is too precious to waste, anywhere in the world!
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Andreani
7603 County  Road 12



Naples, NY 14512-9109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S.S. S Shaw
3945 Pleasant Run Rd.#201
Irving, TX 75038-1800
 



(972) 252-2508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Bloland
53 Maple Ave Apt 1B
Apt 1B
Hastings On Hudson, NY 10706-1417



 
914.231.5548



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gabe iverson
5220 se alderway ave
oak grove, OR 97267



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
                It`s not right to steal the water for numerous species of plants and animals just
because we can.      It`s up to you to prevent this ecological crime.    
                I`m recommending a denial of the request to pump and export 57 billion gallons
of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump
our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable
means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Schoenewaldt
6311 E. Mclane Dailing Rd
Centralia, MO 65240





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lois Way
905 South Jennings Ave #2308
Fort Worth, TX 76104-3270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Heather Crockett
 5630 Owens Drive
 Pleasanton, CA 94588
 



9257853062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Kirkby
9 Albany Ave.
Toronto, ON M5R 3C2



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Lehman
51 Avery Ave
Buffalo, NY 14216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vera Cousins
903 16th Ave.
Grinnell, IA 50112-1106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Schimpf
116 Oakridge Drive
Rochester, NY 14617



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rose Marie Stef
429 Lincoln Ave
Erie, PA 16505
 



310-319-6282



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I grew up in Las Vegas and my parents still live in the valley. I am quite aware of the
alarming rate at which Las Vegans abuse water. Water runs down the streets as sprinklers
water sidewalks in the middle of the day. Spectacular decorative water fountains, golf
courses, swimming pools, man-made lakes and other water features all conribute to this
abuse of water. Water is THE most valuable resource on earth; wars are fought over
water. I do not condone the Southern Nevada Water Authority's current abuse of water
rights, let alone an increase in the amount of water wasted by the citizens you serve. The
risks of this expansion far outweigh the benefits to the spoiled Las Vegans.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options



available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Staggemeier
91-1201 Keone'ula Blvd., #2C1
Ewa Beach, HI 96706-6237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
charlotte donovan
2401 8th ave
sacto, CA 95818



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mayra Martinez
181 Long Ranch Rd
Saint Helena, CA 94574



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Hanson
7630 Leyden Lane
Commerce City, CO 80022-1320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Akers
185 Nursery Ln
Columbus, OH 43206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carrie gera
144 s. mcpherson st.
fort bragg, CA 95437



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Wheeler
408 Prindle Court
Bel Air, MD 21015-4829



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Cook
709 Baylor St., #C
Austin, TX 78703-4944



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely, Joseph Belli
 
Mr. Joseph P Belli
22100 Pacheco Pass Hwy.
Hollister, CA 95023
 



(408) 314-0154



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Joo Liang
119 Potong Pasir Ave 1 #02-1022
Singapore, ot 350119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Lorraine D. Johnson
4858 S. Kenny St.
Seattle, WA 98118-2851



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimra Ross
6381 W. Belle Center Rd
Joplin, MO 64801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rocio Salazar
calle 123 Nº 34-34
Bogota, ot 11001000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Hubbard
49 Ten Rod Road
Rochester, NH 03867



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta McCall
752 East 37th Street
Erie, PA 16504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marjorie gischler
17108 mulberry st.
riverview, MI 48193



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Prince
725 Essex Ct. #192
Hayward, CA 94544



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eugene Bergeron
25 Saint Matthews Drive
Barrington, NH 03825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Pamela Riggin
6637 Green Gables Ave.
San Diego, CA 92119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Seliga
15 Windswept Drive
Trenton, NJ 08690-1111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ometh Layton
cra 5 Nº 73-15
Bogota, ot 11001000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Sewick
4133 Saratoga
Downers Grove, IL 60515



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
P. Perry
18911 Stonegate Road
Hidden Valley Lake, CA 95467



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Maier
48 Milldock Dr.
Scarborough, ON M1C 4R3



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I just lived in Reno and traveled in the area, and it does seem like anything that makes it
drier would probably make it pretty darn dead.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Britton Kerin



232 Henderson Rd.
Fairbanks, AK 99709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louise Bikoff
14 Algonquin Drive
Huntington Station, NY 11746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Bryer
2112 W. 29th St.
Eugene, OR 97405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Benowitz
445 Broadway 2B
Hastings on Hudson, NY 10706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
william corry
10 clinton street apt. sx-12
brooklyn, NY 7188584296



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kat thomas
1007 e alder
seattle, WA 98122
 



206.805.5439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim and Diana C Prola
2234 Belvedere
San Leandro, CA 94577
 



(510) 483-0744



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miriam Vercammen
1436 Sierra Linda Dr
Escondido, CA 92025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Berry
2211 Beta St. SE
Lacey, WA 98503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Czerviski
1329 West County Line Road
North Wales, PA 19454-1324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rick Russman
18 beach dr
Kingston, NH 03848
 



603 642 5904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nelly Lopez
cra 11 Nº 61-95
Bogota, ot 11001000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerome Pindell
2001 Dean St
Niskayuna , NY 12309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irene Radke
4648 sw 38 Terr
Dania Beach, FL 33312
 



9549898912



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Ridolfo
Charcas 3421 Piso 12 Dto. A
Buenos Aires, ot 1425Argent



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annette Dubois
38 Bockes Rd
Hudson, NH 03051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tatiana Torres
cra 11 Nº 61-95
L.A., CA 90099



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Nelson
1024 Vine
Park Ridge, IL 60068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
wayne leverton
1920 No. 40 th. St.
Seattle, WA 98103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Carl
1337 N Broad St
Lansdale, PA 19446
 



2153688428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Kollmar
1101 Iris Ln
Santa Cruz, CA 95062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Stanley
316 Clearview St SW
Decatur, AL 35601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Valencia
410 Lemon Grove Ave
West Melbourne, FL 32904-2408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jon siegfus
11412 e. littchen st.
norwalk, CA 90650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Edwards
7822 Trinity Lane
La Palma, CA 90623-1640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roxanne Ganley
6861 SW 44th St
Miami, FL 33155



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
barb price
1184 simms heights rd
kingston springs, TN 37082



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why pump water to
southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting
the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy McAlpine
654 Brinkley Rd
Murfreesboro, TN 37128
 



6152874775



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ingrid Mattsson
bosques de los Cedros #1
Zapopan, ot 45137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stanley Pannaman
7301 NW 75 Court
Tamarac, FL 33321-5173



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Swiatkowski
1354 Cunat Court unit 2B
Lake in the Hills, IL 60156



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Kelly
648 N. Airlite St
Elgin, IL 60123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Snow
1250 Devon Loop NE
Olympia, WA 98506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Walker
2927 E Drachman
Tucson, AZ 85716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Walker
2927 E Drachman
Tucson, AZ 85716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Keenan
15946 Linda Avenue
Los Gatos, CA 9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terri Eddings
443 N Lomita St
Burbank, CA 91506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Hartmann
11901 W. Appleton Ave
Milwaukee, WI 53224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jay Humphrey
25525 S. Laura Ln
Estacada, OR 97023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Haslag
10513 Bryant Rd.
Centertown, MO 65023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Osmundson
995 San Miguel Canyon RoaD
Watsonville, CA 95076-9001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jordan Weaver
2409 Pinecrest Drive
Lutz, FL 33549



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Nancy Stewart
9
Poland, IN 47868



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am taking the time personally to write writing to about the Great Basin and all the plants
and animals that live there.  I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Burde
P.O. Box 272
Jericho, VT 05465
 



(802) 899-2497



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Rasmussen
12520 manor dr
Homer glen, IL 60491



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Michael Black
975 Parsons Drive
Beaumont, TX 77706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mental Health Co Christopher Galton
106 Black River Road
Myrtle Beach, SC 29588-7413
 



843-650-1030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Buchner
298 Bridger View Drive
Belgrade, MT 59714-3808
 



406-599-3868



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Carpenter
1122 Lincoln Avenue
Pacific Grove, CA 93950
 



831-646-8643



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Loughlin
1738 Asharoken Blvd.
Bay Shore, NY 11706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Worley
805 North University Park Loop
Reno, NV 89512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russ Pilato
2499 Sanitarium Rd
Clifton Springs, NY 14432-9740



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Sakkas
360 W 8th Ave
Truth or Consequences, NM 87901
 



(575) 894-8715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hiroko Jones
440 Davis Ct. 2220
San Francisco, CA 94111
 



415-391-1905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Grimwood
105 Georgetown Rd.
West Newbury, MA 01985-2112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Sventy
68 Union Avenue
Edison, NJ 08820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john burge
1158 hill view way
CHICO, CA 95926



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Crosetto
4349 130th Pl SE
Bellevue, WA 98006-2048
 



360-269-3613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Koranda
932 E Brook Place
Avondale, AZ 85323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Walters
6199 E. Broadway #122
Tucson, AZ 85711-4011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Carey-Wolff, RN
 E. Lake Shore Dr.
Barrington, IL 60010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Krista Stanfield
15046 Vista Knolls
Redding, CA 96001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexander Jones
1649 Alder Street
Eugene, OR 97401
 



503-504-6616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Tombow
24851 13th Ave S
Des Moines, WA 98198-8553



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joy Keeping
743 Old Colony Drive
Richmond, TX 77406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William McMullin
217 Richard Ave.
Lansing, MI 48917



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tsee Lee
428 W 26th St Apt 15G
New York, NY 10001
 



6468018533



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Brady
138 W. Washington St.
West Chicago, IL 60185-6703
 



312-301-0491



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john jacobs
2203 s. bayshore drive
milton, DE 19968



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Roberts
1 E. Scott St.
Chicago, IL 60610
 



(773) 465-1555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vanessa Maura
Kendangsari Q 22
Surabaya, AL 60292



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Cady
5300 Holmes Run Parkway, #710
Alexandria, VA 22304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrice Johnson
3107 59th Street
Lubbock, TX 79413



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Susie Mcbeth
38W086  Glenoak Lane
St. Charles, IL 60175



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nat Childs
PO Box 511
Miranda, CA 95553-0511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely, Jim Igler
 
James Igler
805 Bayview Dr
Ruskin, FL 33570



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kurt Radcliffe
2717 Woodie Dr
Wendell, NC 27591



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
s janes
5326 newport dr.
lisle, IL 60532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leo Macdonald
280 headquarters rd
erwinna, PA 18920



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlene Breedlove
1340 Astor St.
chicago, IL 60610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Derek Green
14200 Worthington Ct
Evansville, IN 47725



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erica Maharg
3701 38th Ave.
Oakland, CA 94619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dixon Smith
32 Kuuala St.
Kailua, HI 96734-2728



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
h joyce thompson
45 n pershing ave
akron, OH 44313



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Daly
30 Schodack Drive
Castleton, NY 12033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Rice
11738 Goshen Ave #9
LA, CA 90049



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Ulrey
4741 SE 34th ave
Portland, OR 97202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DH Higgins
Bolinas Road
Fairfax, CA 9430



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stanley Peterson
427 N Santa Monica St
Los Banos, CA 93635-3223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rory Mercer
6518 SW 52 Terrace
Miami, FL 33155



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael McManus
800 East Lincoln Ave. #5
Royal Oak, MI 48067-3349



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cliff Wilkinson
942 W. Emerald Cir
Mesa, AZ 85210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Krassenstein
7617 Fillmore St.
Philadelphia, PA 19111-2414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Hargrave
RR 1 Bx 88z
Custer, SD 57730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Mason1
106 Lanterns Wick Trail
Sylva, NC 28779



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Hargrave
RR 1 Bx 88z
Custer, SD 57730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Dickie
1031 Broadleaf Circle
#1104
Royersford, PA 19468





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie Mutchler
4992 Hwy F Lot D
Bolivar, MO 65613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Baker
PO Box 388
Jaffrey, NH 03452



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
katie alea
9365 sw 77th ave #4012
miami, FL 33156



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
FREAKING LAS VEGASS IS TOO BIG ALREADY.  THE ENVIRONMENTAL ABSURDITY
OF THIS REQUEST IS OBVIOUS.  DENY IT, OR FACE FOREVER IN THE COURTS...
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve wogan



4421 lost oasis hollow
austin, TX 78739



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Dr Patricia Bredenberg
8 fox hill rd
Cape elizabeth, ME 04107
 



(207) 799-3345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas & Julia Barringer
26 S. Main St.
Stockton, NJ 08559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Wyman
3914 NE 75th Ave.
Portland, OR 97213
 



(503) 282-4181



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Felsen
1111 Ladys Slipper Court
Apt J
Raleigh, NC 27606





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Krassenstein
7617 Fillmore St.
Philadelphia, PA 19111-2414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M. Sharon Gambocorto
7626-7 Highbridge Rd.
Manlius, NY 13104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Apryl Mefford-Hemauer
2524 5th Street
Santa Monica, CA 90405
 



310 399-5946



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Jeter
649 West 21st Ave.
Anchorage, AK 99503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Wilson
2421 Sycamore Ave.
Concord, CA 94520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Squire
6605 Claremont Ave
Raytown, MO 64133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Comstock
6320 w. 82nd st.
Los Angeles, CA 90045-2838
 



(310) 348-9325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nicole mercier
2600 fifth ave
san rafael, CA 94901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William F Peer
1025 Alta Pine Dr.
Altadena, CA 91001
 



(626) 798-3057



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raymond Shaw
999 S. Santa Fe Ave. Sp. 51
San Jacinto, CA 92583



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Satz
Michael Road
Stamford, CT 06903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Lovelien
20975 so.virginia st
Reno, NV 89521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Steinmann
PO Box 12008
San Luis Obispo, CA 93406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Malva McIntosh
50109 Thunderbird Ln
Georgetown, TX 78626
 



512- 946- 9519



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A. K. Polangin
Broad St.
Bethesda, MD 20814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Mahony
271 Shady Hill Rd.
Fairfield, CT 06824
 



(203) 259-7366



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Kraft
3809 Madison Avenue
Niagara Falls, NY 14305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allen Swift
37 Bridgehead Road
Martinez, CA 94553



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Yvonne Marley
7943 W Sweetwater
PEORIA, AZ 85381



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Hansen
Post Office Box 1571
McCall, ID 83638



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
You know, when he water is all poisoned or gone, we won't be able to find more.  Take
care of our sources NOW!
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,



 
Laurita Walters
48 Haynes Creek Rd.
Salmon, ID 83467



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Ralph
10800 Comanche N.E.
Albuquerque, NM 87111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
D.S. Good
932 Alder
Chico, CA 95928
 



(530) 343-6891



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Schramke
940 Beech Ave
Pittsburgh, PA 15233
 



412-231-7771



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
There is a town in Chile that has to ship in all of the town's drinking water.  If people
choose to live there, fine.  But let them pay the price instead of sacrificing our wildlife!
 
Sincerely,
 
Marsha Wilson



216 N Saginaw
Hines, OR 97738



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Mooney
1431 SW Park Ave
Portland, OR 97201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Diane Hejl
3308 Greenlawn Pkwy
Austin, TX 78757
 



5124535906



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jackie A Carroll
215 Juniper Drive
Crowley Lake, CA 93546
 



(760) 935-9104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger Hsieh
13592 Malena Dr
Tustin, CA 92780



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dena Schwimmer
1227 S. Genesee Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Burzynski
3260 Schneider Rd #125
TOLEDO, OH 43614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Ffinally, the "needs" for water in Las Vegas and other urban areas in the Nevada desert
are not reasonable and are not "needs" but demands!   Water is not used there to sustain
life.  I live in the desert and depend on my well and aquifer for water.  I know the value of
an aquifer.   This is water transfer proposal is a foolish, wasteful and selfish human use of
water.  Nothing should be done to encourage more of it, and certainly not a project such as
this.



 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Reinsma
29750 San Francisquito Cyn Rd
Saugus, CA 91390



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Ffinally, the "needs" for water in Las Vegas and other urban areas in the Nevada desert
are not reasonable and are not "needs" but demands!   Water is not used there to sustain
life.  I live in the desert and depend on my well and aquifer for water.  I know the value of
an aquifer.   This is water transfer proposal is a foolish, wasteful and selfish human use of
water.  Nothing should be done to encourage more of it, and certainly not a project such as
this.



 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Reinsma
29750 San Francisquito Cyn Rd
Saugus, CA 91390



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brett Kieslich
111 Granada Blvd
Davenport, FL 33837



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wanda G Pettus
145 Vonda Kay Circle
Lexington, SC 29072
 



(803) 356-0677



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Joseph Vincent
509 Third Avenue
Harvey, LA 70058-2727



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bruce jetseck
70 brookflower rd
the woodlands , TX 77380



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Please do everything in your power to protect and preserve our wildlife and resources both
animate and inanimate. We need to teach our children to care for our earth through
conservationism.
 
Sincerely,
 



Lora Zeis
230 Betral
Houston, TX 77022
 
8326511427



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marjorie falk
2915 alvarado sq
baltimore, MD 21234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claudia Melton
10800 Clover Lane
Cornville, AZ 86325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances Morrison
17875 La Rosa Lane
Fountain Valley, CA 92708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Basically, I consider it to be criminally egregious to expand a city that is currently
overusing water anyway,
in a dry, desert area.   What are they thinking?  People should be much more conscious of
the effect such an effort will have on everything in the environment mentioned in this letter.
 We certainly do not need a larger Las Vegas.   The number of hotels in itself is insulting to
the surrounding area.  Have you ever heard of a hotel or inn or gambling casino even
mention the idea of water conservation?   Without water, the environment dies.  When the
environment dies, we all die!    And it is thievery to siphon off water from another area
simply to expand something  - Las Vegas - that basically needs to be trimmed back and
held to a better standard of conservation. 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the



severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss Ruth S. Hosek
175 East Delaward Place - 5604
Chicago, IL 60611
 
(630) 628-1321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ernest Pacheco
22650 Main St
Hayward, CA 94541



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aaeron Robb
803 East 34th Street
Baltimore, MD 21218-2911
 



410-446-4903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Everett
11530 W Eight Mile Rd
Stockton, CA 95219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Seltzer
11076 Fruitland Drive
Studio City, CA 91604-3541



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cary stinespring
1576-8th st.apt.214
sarasota, FL 34236-4162



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Volunteer Robin Germain
volunteer
PO Box 64868
Tucson, AZ 85728



 
(520) 577-9297



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Lowans
219 Wilkson Lane
Fayetteville, PA 17222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there.  I am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
reasonable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems
reasonable to determine that the water authority's request is not environmentally sound.  It
would have catastrophic and irreversible effects from groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals, which
would support invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. It would destroy 8000
acres of wetlands, 310 springs, and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would be staggering.  Some species of desert fish and springsnails
would go extinct.  The plan would cause widespread harm to other species, including the
imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn, and elk.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah.
 
Please deny the authority's water-rights applications based on their severe and
environmentally unsound effects. Since there are other options available to the authority
for meeting reasonable water demands, this option should not be considered.
 
Sincerely,
Sharon Morris
 
Sharon Morris
23693 Glenbrook Lane



Hayward, CA 94541-4458



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Newman
512E 18th Ave.
Lake Como, NJ 07719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caitlyn Wright
443 Applegate Ave
Toms River, NJ 08757



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eva DiDia
60-23 69th Avenue
Ridgewood, NY 11385



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cary Moy
1413-B North Harlem Avenue
Oak Park, IL 60302-1261



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
london metcalfe
2324 macdonald st
vancouver, BC v6k 3y8



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan A Anderson
404 Luce Ave
Ukiah, CA 95482
 



(707) 463-2866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Benjamin Bain
2606 Borrego Drive
Durango, CO 81301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Wilczynski
4 Academy St
Concord, NH 03301-4219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Brochard
1081 New Haven RD 6E
Naugatuck, CT 06770
 



(203) 671-0504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
claudia mansfield
8839 rocky road
weed, CA 96094



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. John Kelly
8713 Trumbull Ave.  Apt. #2
Skokie, IL 60076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
There once was a lake.  Mona Lake.  Los Angeles decided to tap it to supply their
burgeoning metropolis with water.  Los Angeles became a megalopolis.  Mona Lake
became a shame.
 
Those that do not learn the lessons of history are doomed to repeat them.
 
Las Vegas has no more chance to sustain growth than did/does Los Angeles, no matter
matter what.  Tell the Southern Nevada Water Authority to go fk themselves instead of
fking up central and eastern Nevada by sucking 57 billion gallons of water annually from
aquifers there for a Fool's Errand.
 
Jim Wells
2115W. 24th Ave
EUGENE, OR 97405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Lewton
8161 N. First Ave.
Phoenix, AZ 85021-5668



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Joanne Wagner
4601 Windigo Trail
Madison, WI 53711
 



608-273-3623



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Romero
150 Vernon Avenue, #409
Vernon, CT 06066
 



860 633-5435



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Smolarski
4828 SE 12th Pl
Ocala, FL 34471



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Dodson Jr
10622 E.Nacoma DR
Sun Lakes, AZ 85248



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Les Lambert
37 Lansing Ave
Worcester, MA 01605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Petipas
44 Foskett St
Somerville, MA 02144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lewis Murdock
3541 Kent Creek Rd.
Winston, OR 97496



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Fudemberg
pob 936
Occidental, CA 95465



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Heron
PO Box 1923
Idyllwild, CA 92549
 



16596339



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
charles fridge
2557 foliage dr
marrero, LA 70072



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Romano
16088 E. 17th Pl.
Aurora, CO 80011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Dybel
745 Lake Geneva Drive
Saint Augustine, FL 32092



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy McClintock
146 Chapman Ln
Durango, CO 81301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
If God wanted a city there, he would have put plenty of water in the area. Take a hint.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Ciao
1552 Holly



Denver, CO 80220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Watkins
120 annie entzminger ct
Blythewood, SC 29016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. susan garelik
44 yale ave
swarthmore, PA 19081
 



(610) 543-2449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Joanne Burke
1439 Sandwich Drive
Sandwich, IL 60548



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
BARBARA NICHOLAS
590  NW Sonora Dr
Bend, OR 97701
 



541 306 7960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss tatiana marquez
2962 e 5th st
apt 7
tucson, AZ 85716



 
786-942-6312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Tracy Eve
7323 Narrow Wind Way
Columbia, MD 21046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Ro
1548 Beverly Place
Berkeley, CA 94706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Carter
512 Elm St
Madison, IN 47250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Lopez
6445 Mullan Rd Apt B
Missoula, MT 59808



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristina Mitchell
805 North 310 East
Tooele, UT 84074
 



901-488-3915



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? Way too
much water wasted on the Las Vegas Strip!
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Pavletic
12121 w sunset ln
greenfield, WI 53228





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Buck
13172 SE Crooked Stick Lane
Hobe Sound, FL 33455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L. Frost
86th ave
Portland, OR 97225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael V L Bennett
629 Pinebrook Blvd
New Rochelle, NY 10804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am disgusted at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
RY MORAN
535 S 200 E
Salt Lake City, UT 84111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L. D. Holland
14125 Freemanville Rd
Alpharetta, GA 30004
 



770-343-8428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Allen
PO Box 191
Etna, NY 13062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Zimmermann
P.O. Box 13031
Long Beach, CA 90803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Percival
2745 SW Villa West Drive
Topeka, KS 66614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marvin Buss
7509 Kirky court
Shrewsbury, MO 63119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
yvonne lindsay
532 s 280 w
orem, UT 84058



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Smith
814 Demerius St. ,Apt.R2
Durham, NC 27701
 



9194234872



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Valiga
1616 Marshall Avenue
Rockville, MD 20851



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brad Kalita
PO Box 810
Chiloquin, OR 97624



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlotte Bolinger
12704 Butterfly Dr.
Nevada City, CA 95959-9622



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james rogers
922 Valencia st
san francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glenda Combs
805 Arkansas
Crossett, AR 71635



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy Courtemanche
3135 Peabody St
Bellingham, WA 98225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and I am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
The "interbasin water transfer statute" of Nevada, NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the
state engineer (you) to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds
that the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being
diverted.
 
Though the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland habitats would be dried,  destroyed
and converted to dryland grasses and annuals, supporting invasive species like
cheatgrass and Sahara mustard; water tables would drop by 200 feet.  Eight thousand
acres of wetlands would be destroyed, along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial
streams.
 
Species toll would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and springsnails
would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the imperiled
greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn
and elk.
 
The natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and western Utah are
threatened by these applications.  Please DENY the authority's water-right applications
based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other
options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be
off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Faith M. M Willcox
47 Junction Rd.



Westport Island, ME 04578
 
(207) 882-4795



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and I am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
The "interbasin water transfer statute" of Nevada, NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the
state engineer (you) to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds
that the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being
diverted.
 
Though the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland habitats would be dried,  destroyed
and converted to dryland grasses and annuals, supporting invasive species like
cheatgrass and Sahara mustard; water tables would drop by 200 feet.  Eight thousand
acres of wetlands would be destroyed, along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial
streams.
 
Species toll would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and springsnails
would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the imperiled
greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn
and elk.
 
The natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and western Utah are
threatened by these applications.  Please DENY the authority's water-right applications
based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other
options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be
off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Faith M. M Willcox
47 Junction Rd.



Westport Island, ME 04578
 
(207) 882-4795



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheree Silverman
1917 Winexburg ct.
Silver Spring, MD 20906



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca R Leas
6509 Seminole Lane
Rapid City, SD 57702
 



(814) 764-3882



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Hatfield
929 Placita Chaco
Santa Fe, NM 87505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Anna Camarata
1080 Kewannee Trail
Maitland, FL 32751



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Desmond
5121 NE 187th St
Lake Forest Park, WA 98155



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andie Hall
103 Safley Dr.
Tullahoma, TN 37388



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Howard Ackerman
142 Elmira St.
San Francisco, CA 94124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Sevenair
301 Highway Dr
Jefferson, LA 70121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
karen bond
701 w Grove Pkwy 203
Tempe, AZ 85283
 



4807308559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark George
37 Loring St
Auburn, MA 01501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darcy Leach
818 W. Moss Ave. #E4
Peoria, IL 61606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Romelsbacher
11787 Hensen Dr.
Nampa, ID 83651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Johnson
1792 SW Stringtown Rd none
Forest Grove, OR 97116-7311



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex Crane
2200 Canyon Drive, Unit E5
Costa Mesa, CA 92627
 



949-646-5122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Sewell
360 Prairie Ave.
Wilmington, OH 45177



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Priscilla Fife
126 Fountain Oaks Circle, #191
Sacramento, CA 95831



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Barton
13176 n.dale mabry #316
tampa, FL 33618
 



8134425613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Smith
POB
Piermont, NH 03779



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janell Jenkins
1913 Ridgecrest
Garland, TX 75042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Miller
7569 Catlett Road
Gloucester, VA 23061-4267



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annette Wolff
3340 Oak Ct
Lafayette, CA 94549



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelsey Lechner
11035 Ridge Gap Run
Fort Wayne, IN 46845



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Morrison
101 Locust Ave.
Westville, NJ 08093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edith Reed
5705 Adelaide
Mount Laurel, NJ 08054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gloria compton
2230north 7th
terre haute, IN 47804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monique Edwards
10861 N Sandra Rd
#102
Tucson, AZ 85742





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juha Cantori
4915 Galen Rd
Wolcott, NY 14590-9428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Emme
18050 State Route 1
Marshall, CA 94940
 



415 663-8633



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Waller
714 Kenosha Ave.
Norfolk, VA 23509



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gilda Salta
Manhattan
New York City, NY 10023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal. We have already over-allocated the amount of water that is
available west of the Rocky Mountains. We need to start looking at other options and
potential methods of conserving water as depending on a greater supply is just not
realistic.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Red Lion York



2001 Creekwood Drive
Fort Collins, CO 80525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim Coslar
47 W. Winona Ave, Apt 3
Norwood, PA 19074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Justine O'Neill
13157 Fern Hollow Court
Oak Hill, VA 20171-3961



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Albert Fecko
8400 Warren Boulevard
Center Line, MI 48015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Trina Brown
2314 S. Brown Lane
Salem, IN 47167



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Norman
131 E Victoria St
South Bend, IN 46614
 



574-855-6601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcia Schwarz
22024 L'Anse
Saint Clair Shores, MI 48081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Boomer
915 E Campus Dr
Tempe, AZ 85282-3908



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Laurie Hein
68 BIRK RD.
Homosassa, FL 3
 



352-504-1813



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darlene Roudebush
P.O. Box 6
Bergholz, OH 43908



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clayton Carr
5425 W. 89th St.
Oak Lawn, IL 60453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Walek
PO Box 12233
Denver, CO 80212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lINDA White
327 Federal St. NW
Warren, OH 44483
 



330-207-2477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alena jorgensen
5941 kauffman ave
temple city, CA 91780-2235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elissa Horne
5053 Cartwright Ave., #01
north hollywood, CA 91601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Ordover
328 main st #15
santa cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jesse Chacon
10901 Brownfield Dr.
El Paso, TX 79936



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gina Palmisano
5288 South 120th road
Morrisville, MO 65710



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Mikki  Weidman
213 Waterford Way
Lebanon , PA 17042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please, this is an important issue. I am writing to you because I care deeply about the
Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern
Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually
from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to
southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting
the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Odelberg
33900 Dangberg Drive
Kirkwood, CA 95646





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aurora Cameron
4243 Escondito Circle
Sarasota, FL 34238
 



(941) 921-6078



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Ginger Leilani Chapin
15 Old Stone Bridge Road
Cos Cob, CT 06807



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Shalit
510 S. Hewitt St.  #407
Los Angeles, CA 90013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely, James Lyon
 
James Lyon
832 Rollins street apt. A
Missoula, MT 59801
 



406-207-5065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melinda Calvert
29641 S. Western, Unit 317
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275
 



(310) 832-6364



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elyette weinstein
5000 Orvas Ct SE
olympia, WA 98501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joann Ramos
64 Fiume St
Iselin, NJ 08830



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I grew up and went to college in southern Idaho and I care
deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there.  I am appalled
at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of
water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our
water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?  This is both absurd and shameful.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.  I
could recommend a dozen books to highlight the importance of water (Secret Knowledge
of Water, Pilar of Sand, Cadillac Desert, etc) to communities and wildlife, but if you don't
already know all this, you're certainly in the wrong business.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.  I've driven the length of this state from Twin Falls to Phoenix and know
what this would mean.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.  This is utter madness.  It is absurd on its face.
 
Sincerely,



 
Regi Teasely, Ph.D.
201 Cliff Park Rd
Ithaca, NY 14850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Scuder
175 West 92nd Street, Apt. 6D
New York, NY 10025
 



unlisted



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Apfel
201 E 17 St
New york, NY 10003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shanna Davis
1622 CRAG BURN LN
Raleigh, NC 27604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. michelle robertson
165 n. 900 w.
salt lake city, UT 84116
 



801-759-5557



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Britton
8634 10th Avenue SW
Seattle, WA 98106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Bettendorf
2119 Hillcrest Rd.
Redwood City, CA 94062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Cummings
9704 Red Horse Street
Las Vegas, NV 89143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Corio
3010 Fulton St.
San Francisco , CA 94118
 



415 668 3126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dianora Niccolini
356 East 78 th. St.
New York City, NY 10075
 



212 2881698



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kendra madden
24084 Warthen Rd
Elmira, OR 97437



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
vinu arumugham
4859 rahway dr
san jose, CA 95111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susan Schrader
1660 bidwell ave.
chico, CA 95926
 



5308944025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Bator
56 Phelps Street
Easthampton, MA 01027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Ostram
19347 Linden St.
Sonoma, CA 95476



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan W. Small
414 Camino de la Placitas
Taos, NM 87571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Pilon
PO Box 96
New Haven, NY 13121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
If the city of Las Vegas is unable to sustain it's current population with the wager it now
receives, it must cut it's water consumption.   I lived there for nine years and witnessed an
enormous amount of water wasted on a daily basis.  Surely you can find a multitude of
areas in which to conserve water, rather than rob an area which can ill-afford to lose any of
the meager amount of water it receives annually and upon which it's desert inhabitants
must have for survival.   Shame on you for putting human species' pleasure before other
species' lives.  I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the
plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.



 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy J Raymond
7 Hidden Valley Rd
Monrovia, CA 91016
 
(626) 357-3530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristi Dickey
625 Chase Hammock Road
Merritt Island, FL 32953-7913



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
patrick mullen
1714 E. 51st street
Indianapolis, IN 46205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cyrle Perry
`639 Miner Rd
Orinda, CA 94563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
So much of our wilderness has already been ruined by development, drilling, pollution, and
man.
Enough is enough!
The wilderness is supposed to be a place of peace and quiet for us, and the wildlife which
live in it!
The animals are running out of places to live and be safe. Our wildlife are under threat
from so many angles. They desperately need to be protected, mainly from humans.
Life is hard enough for people, let alone the animals.
Can't we please offer them some much needed help?!
PLEASE save the wilderness for all future generations before it is permanently ruined.
Some damage cannot be undone!
 
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.



 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JAKE HODIE
145 Starwood
Aspen, CO 81611
 
212-222-0675



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denis Elliott
637 Santa Rosa Road
Arcadia, CA 91007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Menzer
8837 69th Ave
Forest Hills, NY 1375



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yvette Tapp
1255 Ave Morelia #204
Santa Fe, NM 87506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy Jakopak
P.O. Box 381
Scotland, SD 57059



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Hayes
2891 Alpine Terrace
Cincinnati, OH 45208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
K Lamb
1470 S. Sherbourne Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Guy Larkin
25 Eastern Pkwy Apt 5D
BROOKLYN, NY 11238



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen Bergmann
p.o. box 221
Huntington Beach, CA 92648
 



714-376-2202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annette Ehrlich
6226 Holly Mont Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90068
 



3234647038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kris Nill-Snow
674 Broadmoor Blvd.
San Leandro, CA 94577
 



(510) 567-8709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel Malkerson
808 Harbor Dr S
Venice, FL 34285



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Florkowski
15498 Meadowbrook Rd
Redford, MI 48239



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Segur
8228 Oak Park Blvd.
Oak Park, MI 48237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. nicole silva
134h old ferry rd
haverhill, MA 01830-4375



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Mary Lee Sander
3111 Bucks Creek Ct
Wildwood, MO 53038
 



(636) 458-2869



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randall Kuhns
3407 61st AVE SW
Seattle, WA 98116
 



(206) 938-2659



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dana Wakiji
21825 Woodbridge Street
Saint Clair Shores, MI 48080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Buzzeo
44 Fletcher Ave
Greenwich, CT 06831



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sander Zaben
8712 Haycarriage Ct
Ellicott City, MD 21043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abigail Villodas
30610 N 63rd St
Cave Creek, AZ 85331-6000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Benjamin  Jaymz Hubbard
po box 461
Pahoa, HI 96708
 



808 333-0966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. jeannie roberts
1004 yale rd
madison, WI 53705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. jeannie roberts
1004 yale rd
madison, WI 53705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Coy
7657 W. 3100 S
Magna, UT 84044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
April Theod
5277 SE Oetkin Way
Milwaukie, OR 97267



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenda Luebke
400 Ortega Avenue #A311
Mountain View, CA 94040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriel Serlenga
8 Chestnut St. 3rd Floor
Turners Falls, MA 01376



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mandy Beltz
2318 country Place Dr
Richmond, TX 77406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darlene Bialeck
1097 Edgewood Dr
Adams, WI 53910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jen Churchward
979 Parkview Dr.
Carson City, NV 89705
 



7024319104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gordon Tully
6 Walnut Ave
Norwalk, CT 06851-5134
 



2038532882



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gwyn Williams
19489 Laurelbrook Court
Sonoma, CA 95476



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lhasa Compton
4817 E Montecito St
None
Tucson, AZ 85711



 
520-514-8604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lhasa Compton
4817 E Montecito St
None
Tucson, AZ 85711



 
520-514-8604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss Tanya Roland
2785 Devonshire Garden Ct
Falls Church, VA 22042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Connie Allen
1608 Leawood Drive
Edmond, OK 73034
 



405 272 9890



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Gallagher
2313 W. 8th St.
Waterloo, IA 50702-3935



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Avian Ecologist Bridget Greuel
Avian Ecologist
947 Fletcher Lane #220
Hayward, CA 94544





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janis Kinslow
514 Schick Rd
Aston, PA 19014-1517



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Michael Jones
313 Lone Oak Dr.
Austin, TX 78704
 



no phone



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Grace Johnson
3792 Crete
San Diego, CA 92117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charmaine Pulgados
46-3835 Old Mamalahoa Hwy.
Honokaa, HI 96727
 



(808)775-0671



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erica Seelig
734 N. Pine St.
Ukiah, CA 95482
 



707 463-8993



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n/a SHIRLEY  LE GARDE
10965 GLENOAKS BLVD
PACOIMA, CA 91331



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Cooney
5911 3rd St. S.
St. Petersburg, FL 33705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Eric Schultz
58 Rhode Island Ave, NW
Washington, DC 20001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Montero
YMCA Rd
New Hope, AL 35760



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Bickel
1201 Michael Drive
Pittsburgh, PA 15227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristina Norman
1923 Country Club Dr
Yazoo City, MS 39194



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Levine
221 Mt. Auburn St.
Cambridge, MA 02138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deb Lincoln
3542 Lancer Ave.
Osage, IA 50461



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fraternity Minis Thomas V. V Connor
17 DuBois Street
Wallkill, NY 12589-3113
 



8458959051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Spratt
1931 Wooldridge Ferry Rd
Elizabethtown, KY 42701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christa  Brown
24 Belmont Ave
Old Bridge , NJ 08857



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lindaf Fair
14156 85A Ave
Surrey, BC V3W 2T4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan B Crawford
3219 Martha Custis Dr.
Alexandria, VA 22302
 



(301) 238-1302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caspar Harris
422 Homestead Place
Huntington, WV 25703
 



304 522 3922



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cat Neshine
1919 University Drive NW
Calgary, AB T2N 4K3



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellin Feld
519 Route 9D
Garrison, NY 10524



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ivy buchanan
7131 Wood hollow dr
Austin, TX 78731



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Smith
654  Wesley  Circle
Toccoa, GA 30577
 



7068865497



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Estes
629 Arguello Blvd. #303
San Francisco, CA 94118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Dettloff
1102 Seventh Ave.
Hougton, MI 49931



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Megan Winston
318 West 104th Street
New York, NY 10025
 



617-378-8406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Laura R Weissman
5119 Ventura Dr
Delray Beach, FL 33484-8383
 



(561) 495-7526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don P
351 West 14th Street, #12
New York, NY 10014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danielle Lowry
4758 Auburn dr
San Diego, CA 92105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ada Muellner
191 Claremont Ave., Apt. 55
New York, NY 10027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wayne Schimpff
6927 N Minnetonka
Chicago, IL 60646
 



(773) 631-4648



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Franz Martin
621 S Spring  1108
Los Angeles, CA 90014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Sutherland
810 Green Oak Ln
White Hall, AR 71602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gloria D'Andrea
31722 E Dudley Rd
Cataldo, ID 83810
 



208-682-4119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Gibb
13909 Annandale Lane
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91739



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bryan Nuse
494 Clover St.
Athens, GA 30606
 



(706) 224-5916



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claudia Todd
7200 Skylark dr
Spring Hill, FL 34606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Copeland
1 Las Olas Circle #1116
#1116
FORT LAUDERDALE, FL 33316





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jamee Warfle
30 Ocala St
Arden, NC 28704
 



(828) 684-8630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kerry Dietz
126 Wiltshire Road
Claymont, DE 19703-3310
 



(302) 798-4779



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JOHN PAUL SHERIDAN
17055 HWY 60
VEGUITA, NM 87062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
linda alexander
7 lois lane
chardon, OH 44024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sam Lerman
1828 Hopkins St
Berkeley, CA 94707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allison Anderson
3412 50th st
Meridian, MS 39305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrub land
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dry land grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and spring-
snails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the
imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lesia Mills
PO Box 1183
Clayton, NC 27528



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Krishna Dangol
253/44,Ranidevi Marg, Lazimpat
31,Narsarygalli,Lazimpat
Kathmandu, ot 44600



 
9774438091



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Massman
42861 N Janette St
Antioch, IL 60002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Patenaude
3007 Woodroe Ct.
Hayward, CA 94541-3477
 



510 582-0211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lois Sayers
230 WHITE OAK DRIVE
NEW KENSINGTON, PA 15068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Brandt
4129 Coomer LN SW
Rochester, WA 98579



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roxann Shadrick
2245 East Geddes Ave
Decatur, IL 62526-5126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
j roberts
11924 ne russell st.
portland, OR 97220
 



5032532487



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jo Ferris
28 Curlew Court
Sparks, ot 4270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Preston Turco
360 South 4th St
Brooklyn, NY 11211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Easterling
2904 High Oaks Drive
Grapevine, TX 76051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs.  Maria Jackson
1709 Corralitos Ave.
san luis obispo, CA 93401-3012
 



805-5436438



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Vicki Tripoli
690 Spring Creek Dr.
Ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Alice Weigel
112 Terry Loop
watsonville, CA 95076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Cannon
4773 Dunbarton Drive
Orlando, FL 32817
 



407-673-2945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Melinda Burgess
10156 Wisner Ave
Mission Hills, CA 91345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angeles Guasp
Recreo No. 95 - 305 Col. Actipan
México, ot 03230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sammantha Partlow
1008 Corona Street 202
Denver, CO 80218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
laura godfrey
1557 tindall ranch rd
corralitos, CA 95076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Hadjikhani
6041 Fountain Pk Ln #10
Woodland Hills, CA 91367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Smith
151 W. Ithica Pl.
Broken Arrow, OK 74012-7490



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Thomason
424 West End Ave
New York, NY 10024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Greenwood
713 Rosewood Drive
Walnut Creek, CA 94596



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura DeHaven
13 Iron Bound Place NW
Atlanta, GA 30318
 



404-351-2773



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
laura godfrey
1557 tindall ranch rd
corralitos, CA 95076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
k barron
3993 lockhart rd
richmond, BC v7c1m4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth G. Clark
P.O. Box 7091
Avon, CO 81620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Joseph Ponisciak
30 Nottingham Drive
Willingboro, NJ 08046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Thompson
2739 Cedarwood Ave
Bellingham, WA 98225-1408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Dunham
32270 Hwy. 263
Onia, AR 72663



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Artascos
7394 michigan isle rd
Lake wort, FL 33467



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Garry M. Doll
400 Lycoming St Apt 201
Williamsport, PA 17701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Gault
1028 Kings Row Ave.
Carbondale, CO 81623-9691
 



970-963-4408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sara Turner
617 Walsh St., Spc. 11
Grass Valley, CA 95945-6629



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Schulze
1321 Beagle Drive
Summerville, SC 29483



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhonda D D Wright, MD
3363 Narrow Lane Road
Montgomery, AL 36111
 



(888) 888-8888



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Williams
552 Evans Rd.
Princeton, NC 27569



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betty Gaines
3420 Deer Valley Rd #204
Antioch, CA 94531



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Trecartin
2529 Sandy Hill Court
Holiday, FL 34691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Maia MacKay
711 S. Jefferson St.
Woodstock, IL 60098
 



(815) 219-0797



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kyle Colter
911 Wealty se
grand rapids, MI 49506
 



(616) 901-1496



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sama Ratnaike
5343 Shirley Ave
Tarzana, CA 91356



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darcy Bergh
1719 28th St / NO MAIL Please
San Diego, CA 92102-1418
 



619-234-4231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Morten Grimsgaard
2169a aroma drive
west covina, CA 91791



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Keesling
12730 River Rd
Chesterfield, VA 23838



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shirley Ozenberger
2317 Alva
El Cerrito, CA 94530-1539



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Stanley
5 Sherwood Ln
West Simsbury, CT 06092



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherry Schnebel
189 Estes Rd
Piedmont, AL 36272
 



256-458-2601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Blakemore
5650 Buckskin Rd.
Mariposa, CA 95338



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Connolly Howes
757 Ithaca Dr
Boulder, CO 80305
 



(303) 499-1848



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Kent Minault
13214 Magnolia Blvd.
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-1531
 



(818) 986-4387



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tammy Gann
771 Akersville Road
Lafayette, TN 37083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wanda Crockett
9500 Gadwell Terrace
Chesterfield, VA 23838



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melinda McComb
PO Box 1954
Newport, OR 97365



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carrie Cole
31 NE 58th Ave
Portland, OR 97213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Sophia Dyer
48 Wade Street
Newton , MA 02461
 



617-641-2448



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kimberly notary
805 tully rd
modesto , CA 95350
 



2095770280



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronda Redman
10864 Belmont St
Firestone, CO 80504-6592



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alissa Leavitt-Reynolds
855 Kennedy Ave
Grand Junction, CO 81501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Tafanelli
3881 Westview Ave.
Las Cruces, NM 88007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan  Park
20501 Anza Ave
Torrance, CA 90503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Kyle Haines
5211 Aster Lane
Klamath Falls, OR 97601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Annette Overstreet
202 Shady Oak Lane
Forest, VA 24551
 



434-525-6828



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Priebe
14069 South Lincoln Way
Galt, CA 95632



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rea Petersen
4511 Arroyo Way
Caldwell, ID 83607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Ron Avila
2027 Mission Street #411
197
San Francisco, CA 94110-1245



 
415.205.2732



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Kulis
87 Briarcliff Rd.
Hamden, CT  06518



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Groscost
1731 East Cloverdale Road
Cottonwood Heights, UT 84121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lois Fournier
128 Ashley Dr.
Centerville, MA 02632



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keith Gunther
411 N. Almon #608
Moscow, ID 83843



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Tracey
22461 Nancy Ave.
Southfield, MI 48033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christian Sousa
512 Bellevue St.
Santa Cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Mackey
249 Bocana St
San Francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Norton
16680 Bo Lane
Cottonwood, CA 96022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Rubinsky
7522 Fallon Drive
Pennsauken, NJ 08109-3237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike McGinnis
9649 Road 35
Mancos, CO 81328
 



970-739-0628



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yusef Ghazal
818 N River St
Ypsilanti, MI 48198



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Esposito
578 Morgan Avenue
Brooklyn, NY 11222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cameron Coffman
5225 Blakeslee Ave. 429
North Hollywood, CA 91601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Diana Anderson
1489 Oak Hill Rd.
Roseburg, OR 97471-9683



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nadia Jaskiw
Ikebukuro Honcho 4-25-15
Ikebukuro, ot 170-0011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Wiseley
120 S Delsea Dr
Clayton, NJ 08312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allison Castle
2
Muscatine, IA 52761



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Davey
3195 Calle Osuna
Oceanside, CA 92056-3941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Murdock
3940 Via Lucero Apt #16
Santa Barbara, CA 93110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karin Jeffery
3550 Esplanade Way Apt. 5202
TALLAHASSEE, FL 32311-3753
 



(650) 969-5583



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Haycock
136 Braewick Rd
Salt Lake City, UT 84103-2201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Sopczynski
5204 Highlands Drive
McKinney, TX 75070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marissa Weber
19 Dogwood Lane
Hazlet, NJ 07730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Patricia Karoue
6501 Barnsbury Ct.
Dallas, TX 75248



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen O'Mara
502 4th St SE
Sidney, MT 59270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David AUERBACH
4676 White Rock Circle #1
Boulder, CO 80301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michael anderson
1346 morningview ct
schererville, IN 46375



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Murphy
91 Thistle St
Launceston, ot 7249



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorraine Alippe
501 Mulberry Rd
Martinsville, VA 24112-3818



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen LePoer
11 Nagog Hill Rd
Littleton, MA 01460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Weidman
35630 Little Walluski
Astoria, OR 97103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arthur & Shirley Wolfe
1213 Olivia Ave.
Ann Arbor, MI 48104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dennise c
inspiration rd
mission, TX 78572



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Baldwin
5800 Lake Otis Pkwy, Apt J341
Anchorage, AK 99507-1767
 



(206) 799-5236



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie Avery
812 Alden Road
Louisville, KY 40207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Lyon
779 Lingel Dr.
El Cajon, CA 92019
 



619-445-9151



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Janice Clark
12232 NW Barnes Rd. Apt. 78
Portland, OR 97229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carrie Tilton-Jones
1540 Visalia Lane
Austin, TX 78727



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russell Novkov
4817 Sheboygan Ave #508
Madison, WI 53705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Palmer
5209 Peabody St.
Long Beach, CA 90808



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Rizzo
461 West 21 Street
NY, NY 10011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
angeline walczyk
444 Chama St.  Apt E
Albuq., NM 87106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mariana Bedesco Zampieri
Av Altair da Silva Bonfim 1185
Barretos, ot 14784347



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jason resendes
68 williams ave
raynham, MA 02767



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Please Protect E Yoshikazu Makishi
kume 1-3-14C
kume
Naha, ot 900-0033



 
098-863-7091



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Already in southern California, the drainage of the Salton Sea and the depletion of
agricultural water for Imperial Valley just to satisfy the urban water needs of San Diego has
had dire consequences.  When we deny water to grow crops, who will be feeding us?  The
greater travesty is that all this is done in the name of water for lawns, pools, golfcourses at
the expense of food and wildlife needs.  It's time to put an end to outrageous growth.
Deny this application. 



 
Sincerely,
 
Jessie vosti
8 Calle Miguel
Ranchos de Taos, NM 87557
 
575-758-4644



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Cubeiro
213 Cutter Lane
Manahawkin, NJ 08050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Carter
2103 Parker Lane
Austin, TX 78741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Smith
13 Upper Commons
Woodbury, CT 06798
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Slade
3508 South Marion Ave.
Tulsa, OK 74135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Angela  Kerr
2707 S Rhyolite Rd
Spokane , WA 99203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claire Marie Stancek
936 Cragmont Ave
Berkeley, CA 94708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Douglas Tabony
2403 Vassal Dr
Austin, TX 78748



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Beinashowitz
51 Sherman Bridge Road
Wayland, MA 01778



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. martha leahy
39 lockeland rd
winchester, MA 01890
 



7817294286



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
linda rollins
4414 Anderson Ave
Oakland, CA 94619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Benjamin Allen
10 Sandstone Ct., Apt K.
Apt. K.
Annapolis, MD 21403





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ashley Head
1600 N Riverside Dr
Fort Worth, TX 76111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaux Stack-Babich
438 Tilden Road
Scituate, MA 02066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irene Tovar
8520 Mt. Tibet Drive
El Paso, TX 79904
 



(915) 843-6299



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would you pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Chenelle
21 James Street
Newark, NJ 07102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard W Gruhl
P.O. Box 563
LeClaire, IA 52753



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edwin Ochmanek
104 Revere St.
Boston, MA 02114-3306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Atkins
2753 Alicialynn Way
Las Vegas, NV 89121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lenore sivulich
47 gloucester hill rd
new gloucester, ME 04260
 



207-926-5151



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Beckford
9618 NW 156 Ave
Alachua, FL 32615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Klinger
3233 Haddon Rd.
Durham, NC 27705
 



919 403 9207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kimberly wade
7924 south regatta drive 301
cordova, TN 38016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Pam Shaouy
104 Wiley Hills Trail
Woodstock, GA 30188
 



(770) 517-1629



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arlene Kalinowski
274 Charlies Road
Smithton, PA 15479



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
w c
8375 Buckthorn Ave
Hesperia, CA 92345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lynn thompson
18625 hilliard blvd apt 201
rocky river, OH 44116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Simpson
4316 Jinx Ave
Austin, TX 78745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Gary A Gregerson
328 Hyde St. #7
San Francisco, CA 94109
 



(415) 673-4358



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Connor Doty
1024 East Frye road
Phoenix, AZ 85048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betty Bender
40424 90th Street West
Leona Valley, CA 93551
 



6612368297



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Greta Loeffelbein
35460 Prolog Way
Cottage Grove, OR 97424



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Elena Chernysheva
48 Fort Greene Place, Ap 10
Brooklyn, NY 11217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allan Chen
111 Shepardson Lane
Alameda, CA 94502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
emily mcalpine
3 stering hill lane
exeter, NH 03833



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Font
610 S. Tyler St.
Van Wert, OH 45891



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CATHY POHLMAN
1927 MILLER APT 108
LA CROSSE, WI 54601
 



6087824892



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Hollingsworth
20 Altman Circle
Savannah, GA 31404-3029
 



912-434-4422



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harriet Allen
6218 18th Ave SW
Olympia, WA 98512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Hannay
P o box 108
Moss landing, CA 95039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Alfaro
752 Glen Canyon Rd.
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
 



831 454-8118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Boice
162 Willow Grove Rd
Shamong, NJ 08088



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carol nealy
152 moulton hill road
monson, MA 01057



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Manfred Zanger
62 Beaverkill mountain Road
Roscoe, NY 12776



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Gordon
725 Rose Ave
Long Beach, CA 90813-5125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lenore Sheridan
631 Hermitage ST
San Jose, CA 95134-1308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
zaida jorat
19322 sleeping oak dr
trabuco canyon, CA 92679



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Zai III
89 Lumley Ave.
Ft. Thomas, KY 41075-1840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Taylor
708 Pico Blvd. #401
Santa Monica, CA 90405-6326
 



310-399-1168



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Merry Marchetti
3950 W 12th st Apt 19
Greeley, CO 80634



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DONNA PEDROZA
1801 SHORELINE DR, #303
ALAMEDA, CA 94501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Henry Weinberg
835 Puente Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elke Hoppenbrouwers
152 Allison Way
East Haven, CT 06512-6006
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daria Hemmings
361 Richardson Ave
Attleboro, MA 02703
 



(508) 222-5789



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia  Sullivan-Schroyer
4810 Waltshire Ln
McHenry, IL 60051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am angry and appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we empty our aquifers and pump our
water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Wallace
1710 N. Cold Canyon Road
Calabasas, CA 91302





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cavin Leeman
215 West 92nd Street, 13A
New York, NY 10025-7479



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Stern
3407 30th ave
Astoria, NY 11103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carol koehler
570 twin fawns dr.
st. louis, MO 63131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John McNay
2032 SRamsey Dr
Bloomington, IN 47401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sunni Chapman
808 Annex Ave.
Grass Valley, CA 95945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ocean Pellett
15 Forest ST
Waterford, CT 06385



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M Poole
Pinewood
Tujunga, CA 91042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fran Field
314 n water st
sparta, WI 54656
 



608-269-3608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L K Meeker
34558 Berg Road
Warren, OR 97053



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacquelyn Bradford
4735 Ridgewood Rd. West
Springfield, OH 45503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel French
7126 A Barclay ave.
Brooksville, FL 34609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Campbell
29 Alder Road
Twisp, WA 98856
 



509-997-0300



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kris rood
7327 s cedar
spokane, WA 99224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kris rood
7327 s cedar
spokane, WA 99224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Boffey
613 Preakness Dr
Walnut Creek, CA 94597



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan Kiesling
819 Greeley Ave
Saint  Louis, MO 63119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Margaret J Beck
445 Moran
Grosse Pointe Farms, MI 48236
 



(313) 882-7775



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Ireland
7525 Hampden Lane
Bethesda, MD 20814
 



240 328-9691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. James Deep
203 Hood Ave.
Lebanon, KY 40033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Rodine
P. O. Box 37465
Phoenix, AZ 85069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa McDaniel
5205 S Lincoln Way
Spokane, WA 99224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Barnes
497 Townline Rd.
Russell, PA 16345
 



814 7575706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Nelson
462 Esplanade
Pelham, NY 10803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bernadette Henzi
5599 Peterson Rd. SE
Port Orchard, WA 98367-9727



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mercedes Armillas
672 Tenth Street
Brooklyn, NY 11215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Kray
71 Elm Street
Hoosick Falls, NY 12090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Bailey
1601 H St #202
Bellingham, WA 98225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Milton Frank IV
PO Box 787
Crestone, CO 81131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Candace Wilkinson
318 Breckenridge Street
Buffalo , NY 14213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russell James
1845 Ramon Road
Wilmington, NC 28405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen J. Mazurek
805 Center Street #307
Lewiston, NY 14092-1759
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Levine
282 New Mark Esplanade
Rockville, MD 20850-2733



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Christensen
465 Bergiers lk rd
dagmar, MT 59219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris  Ecker
20 S. Summit Ave.
Gaithersburg , MD 20877-2036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Parendo
96 McClellan Ave.
Mineola, NY 11501
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Garrett Gash
526 N. Main St.
Moscow, ID 83843



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Billie Watkins
2895 18th St.
Boulder, CO 80304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
teresa Hoffelmeyer
2060 Hogback Bridge Rd.
Winterset, IA 50273



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JESSE COUNTERMAN
1801 33RD ST
SIOUX CITY, IA 51104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Phillip Montalbano
4386 Callan Blvd.
Daly City, CA 94015
 



650-878-8474



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Howard Leonard
170 Rainsville Rd
Petaluma, CA 94952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tim thomas
2201 hwy.193
cool, CA 95614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Nettleton
4311 SE 37th Ave. #21
Portland, OR 97202
 



503-253-8515



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Verdugo
210 Avenida Montalvo
San Clemente, CA 92672



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mihail Bancu
159 Grove St
Melrose, MA 02176
 



6174484278



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Yenoki
372 Monterey Rd Apt 23
South Pasadena, CA 91030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cameron Coffman
5225 Blakeslee Ave. 429
North Hollywood, CA 91601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gene W. Waggoner II
P.O.Box 720864
Pinon Hills, CA 92372-0864



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nora Lyman
2325 McKinley Apt. 2
Berkeley, CA 94703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Edelstein
308 Heidinger Drive
Cary, NC 27511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shari Kramer
36 bancker ave
Glenville, NY 12302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Alderette
478 Jose Ramon Ave.
Santa Rosa, CA 95401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard H Eisler
5014 S.E. Bybee Blvd.
Portland, OR 97206
 



(503) 775-0453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arlene Malkin
1554 Quiet Creek
Beaumont, CA 92223
 



928-242-0752



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DAVID FREEBURG
233 TIMBERCREST RD
ST LOUIS, MO 63122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steven koss
27314 mayfair
trenton, MI 48183



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russell Donnelly
2114 Oak Road
Baltimore, MD 21219-2214
 



4103880898



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Clark
10772 La Placida Drive
Coral Spirngs, FL 33065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Greg Noneman
PO BOX 4505
Sherwood, OH 43556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Les Rout
836 Huntington Rd
East Lansing, MI 48823
 



517 337-0362



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Lane
1260 Pear Drive
Concord, CA 94518-3731



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Myers
1503 Mayfield Ln
Longmont, CO 80501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Palmateer
10203 Blakely Street
Fredericksburg, VA 22408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melinda WEISSER-LEE
3864 W KIMBALL ST
THATCHER, AZ 85552



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheri Randolph
36703 Bel Air
Barstow, CA 92311



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irmhild Bettenworth
105 Willow Valley
Lamar, CO 81052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Corinne Montana
14 Valley Lake Pl. Apt. H
Cockeysville, MD 21030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
C Caisse
9 Paw Paw Ct N
Homosassa, FL 34446
 



352-382-7743



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anita simons
2217 caminito preciosa sur
la jolla, CA 92037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lorin thomas
120 university
bakersfield, CA 93305-1540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dannie Hart
8500 Little Scenic Lane
Tallahassee, FL 32309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Banks
2137 Vestal Ave
Castro Valley, CA 94546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Betsy Germanotta
175 Harvey St. #2
Cambridge, MA 02140
 



617 868-6626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Lally
205 Yoakum Pkwy., Apt. 1012
Alexandria, VA 22304
 



(970) 352-5628



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Myia Lortz-Padilla
6000 Oakwood Dr. #6A
Lisle, IL 60532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Derek Wallentinsen
1536 W. 25th St
San Pedro, CA 90732
 



(310) 732-1892



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Massoli
3524 Woodstock Road
Santa Ynez, CA 93460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Crockett
PO Box 810
Florence, OR 97439-0033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Michael Herbert
83558 Kiechle Arm Road
Florence, OR 97439
 



5419979327



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Cathy Barton
517 Kansala Drive
Annapolis, MD 21401
 



(410) 626-7044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Maista
5
h, NJ 08108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Teddy Gingerich
5708 E Claire Dr
Scottsdale, AZ 85254



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Delaney-Hotz
305 B ST.
St. Augustine, FL 32080
 



703-548-9668



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Hamilton
3798 Avenida Simi
Simi Valley, CA 93063
 



805-526-1401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Rubin
5831 N. Calle Grandeza
Tucson, AZ 85718



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sean Price
1013 26th Street S W
Rio Rancho, NM 87124-0801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Alderton
PO Box 352
Deer Harbor, WA 98243



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle loforte
208 sig co
ft bliss, TX 79916



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mo Salama
10185 Peregrine
Fountain Valley, CA 92708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. bill jackman
61 tomahawk lane
breckenridge, CO 80424



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
o'connor bette
po box 44
flagstaff, AZ 86002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Comella
2201 Pennsylvania Ave., Apt 515
Philadelphia, PA 19130-3523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nikki Nafziger
339 Thomas Ave
Vallejo, CA 94590



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matt Morrison
9017 Sunridge Circle #914
Fort Worth, TX 76120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Smoak
2655 South Bayshore Dr # G-2
Miami, FL 331033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Barolsky
159 Scituate St
Arlington, MA 02476



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carmen Mo
627 Roberts St.
Reno, NV 89502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The indication is that the Great Basin was once a much wetter environment. Over a
relatively short time—the past 15,000 years—it has become a desert. And the trend seems
to be continuing. We people are not helping the situation. Let’s turn that around and at
least make the best of a bad situation. We could easily finish off the trip that nature has
been taking these past millennia. Let’s see if we can avoid that and keep the Great Basin
and Nevada, in particular, habitable. Making wise water decisions are essential to this end.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.



 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim McCue
190 N. Morningside Dr.
Idaho Falls, ID 83402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
D Wynne
2031 Mills Ave
Cincinnati, OH 45212
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Tyson
643 Languid Lane
Simi Valley, CA 93065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erika DelCioppo
60 telegraph st
Boston, MA 02127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Parker
3875 cambridge street
las vegas, NV 89119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Zieber
209 S. Colorado St.
Gunnison, CO 81230
 



(719) 859-3642



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Erickson
8905 Margaret Court
Yakima, WA 98908



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john gregg
1180 lisa
santa cruz, CA 95062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary errettini
17675 Ocean Drive
Fort Bragg, CA 9437



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Darling
770 Saddleridge Drive
Wimberley, TX 78676



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Scott
Box 378
Lagunitas, CA 94938



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
My husband and I are writing to you because WE care deeply about the Great Basin and
all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
PLEASE TAKE THE RIGHT, FAIR AND JUST ACTION AS URGED IN THE LETTER
ABOVE.
 
Sincerely,
 



Mary Ann and Frank Graffagnino
10207 E.Calle Pueblo Estrella
Tucson, AZ 85747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brock Dilling
318 S Bouquet St
Pittsburgh, PA 15213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristen Van Tassell
6913 Confederate Ridge Ln.
Centreville, VA 20121-2569
 



571 224-6705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Member Robert Pann
2512 Aiken Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90064-3306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Buck
410 Paseo Ganso
San Clemente, CA 92672-3522



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carole Mehl
206 Westover Road
Kansas City, MO 64113



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
At a time when draught has hit several parts of the country causing water shortages, How
can you possable consider a proposal like this!  Instead you should be looking at ways to
reuse waste water. California has a program where a portion of treated waste water is run
through reverse osmosis filters and ultra violet light  and mixed with fresh water to help
meet potable water needs. This is where money should be spent! Invest in new
technology.Invest in solutions that advance the solution. Piping water from far away while



possably causing problems in a different location is not a solution to a problem! You are
just moving that problem somewhere or delaying it!
 
Sincerely,
 
William J Gawne Jr
416 Loudon Rd
Riverside, IL 60546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Howell
205 Starbird Corner Road
Bowdoin, ME 04287



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lea Faulks
1810 Runnels St.
Big Spring, TX 79720-5445
 



4329350840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Jo Williams
1337 Perico Pointe Circle
Bradenton, FL 34209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Nichols
1122 Dianron Rd.
Palmdale, CA 93551-3941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Orlando
3806 Harrison St
Oakland, CA 94611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Stankiewicz
241 e 7th st #3c
ny, NY 10009-6041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave Rasmussen
W362 S2224 Lisa Lane
Dousman, WI 53118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Roberts
2704 lakeside dr
Louisville, KY 40205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ian Datah
606 Smith St
Los Angeles, CA 90001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gavin Bornholtz
9090 Creekwood Lake Trail
Grand Blanc, MI 48439
 



810-655-8082



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natasha Yergin
214 N Wisconsin Ave
Villa Park, IL 60181



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gretchen  Ranger
619 E St.
Springfield , OR 97477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Stevens
505 Roosevelt Blvd., B521
Falls Church, VA 22044
 



(571) 332-2058



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill S. Markstein
33 Camino Tetzcoco
Santa Fe, NM 87508
 



(505) 983-2545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Williams
1164 Oval Dr.
Athens, TX 75751



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joyce casey
112 trailview dr
abingdon, VA 24210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sophie Pierozzi
14C Fremont st
London, ot E9 7NQ



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Anderson
1240 Pitchfork Rd
Hartsel, CO 80449-8562



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendilyn Emrys
PO Box 14572
Van Nuys, CA 91409



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen McCabe
8131 31 ave sw
Seattle, WA 98126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chas. Colburn
3601 Summer road
Suitland, MD 20746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donnie Benson
1954 Evergreen Ave
SLC, UT 84106
 



(801) 466-5141



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia stunkel
4540 e 1300 s
evansville, IN 47725



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Austin
901 Plumstead Road
Charlotte, NC 28216-3152
 



704 399-6642



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Rapp
814 Pershsing
Willard, MO 65781



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
andree Hussard
14 bd henri Michel
marseille, ot 13016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nellie Lacy
P.O. Box 3144
Big Bear City, CA 92314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Elizabeth Cori-Jones
724 sw 21st Ave
Gainesville, FL 32601-7509
 



352-375-4686



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Neil Resico
15866 Corte Yolanda
San Lorenzo, CA 94580-2006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Cully
2916 Amy Way
Spencer, OK 73084-3512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn Shoemaker
172 North Esterly Avenue
Whitewater, WI 53190-1313



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Christine M.C. Money
5 Douglas Drive
Long Valley, NJ 07853



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Nina Jerome Sutcliffe
 
Nina Sutcliffe
McKinley Street
Bangor, , ME 04401





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katharine Kaulbach
11792 Hillcrest
11792 Hillcrest
Golden, CO 80403





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy R. Dunleavy
537 Cricklewood drive
State College, PA 16803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
barbara niklas
7097 COLESBROOKE DR
HUDSON, OH 44236



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brad Nahill
7227 SW Linette Way
Beaverton, OR 97007
 



703-725-0928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joseph ciaramitaro
6115 n canyon dr
tucson, AZ 86704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hillary Derby
14 Liszt St.
Roslindale, MA 02131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Avis Segedy
6246 Hill St
Ravenna, OH 44266
 



3302965721



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Moore
2828 Buttermilk Ln
Arcata, CA 95521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dwayne Munar
84-270 Jade Street
Waianae, HI 96792



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Lev
4337 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA 95864



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen West
2101 Ponderosa Street
Santa Ana, CO 92705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawn Bryan
4048 match point ave
Santa rosa, CA 95407



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Gabriel
3125C 36th Ave NE
Olympia, WA 98506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Hanger
20940 Waveview
Topanga, CA 90290
 



(310) 455-2316



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
R. St. Angelo
218 Live Oak
Cloverdale, CA 95425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I lived 12 years in the eastern Great Basin (Utah), and still visit frequently. The Great Basin
is home to many unique plants and animals that live nowhere else. The Great Basin has
developed largely independently of other areas for several million years, with only
occasional connections to other water basins, as in the flood that drained Lake Bonneville
some 15,000 years ago.  The Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada is
unsustainable and borders on insane. Why would we pump water to southern Nevada to
support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs
through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Letting Las Vegas take 57 billion gallons of water from rural communities and wildlife in
eastern Nevada will destroy the ecosystems there and will only encourage more
irresponsible and unsustatinable water use in Las Vegas.  It is time for Las Vegas to
recognize its water limitations and plan growth accordingly.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer,  to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted. It is
difficult to imagine how this request could be considered environmentally sound, given the
catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater
extraction, as documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental
impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 



Sincerely,
 
Paul Talbert
4601 S Brandon St
Seattle, WA 98118-2355
 
206-722-8160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Kenneth Fisher
610 Fourth St.
Pinehurst, ID 83850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cora Kosterman
2344 Huntington Station Court
Alexandria, VA 22303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Jones
2612 Tulare av
El Cerrito, CA 94530
 



510-232-1370



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nadine Cano
6937 Matilija Ave.
Van Nuys, CA 91405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Miller
1819 Billabong Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristina Jamieson
562 Stoney Peak Ct.
Simi Valley, CA 93065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann DeBolt
2105 Manitou Avenue
Boise, ID 83706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexis LaMere
1349  High Falls Road
Catskill, NY 12414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and the plants and animals that live there, and ! am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would anyone
pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable
means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you, the
state engineer, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if it would not be
"environmentally sound" for the basin being affected. .
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in this statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not viable, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would result from this groundwater extraction. The problems are
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals, supporting
invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of wetlands
would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and spring
snails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the
imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, the water transfer should
be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lys Burden
310 Willow St
Port Townsend, WA 98368



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Kozlowski
6617 Sheetram Rd.
Lockport, NY 14094



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr Carter Schroy
retired
424 Stratford Ct
Del Mar, CA 92014





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Balfe
P.O. Box 991
Pacific Grove, CA 93950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Shrawder
1295 Red Rock Rd
gettysburg, PA 17325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Gault
35 Brown Brook Road
Southbury, CT 06488



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Casey Weinstein
7765 Kings Ridge Circle
Fairborn, OH 45324
 



7197619577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Merry Ossenheimer
1303 E. M79 Hwy.
Hastings, MI 49058



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dirk Faegre
225 Ashville Rd
Gouldsboro, ME 04607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Riddle
1406 Ruth St
Arlington, TX 76010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Foster Boone
Architect
25200 Sawyers Bar Road
Etna, CA 96027-9414



 
(530) 462-4722



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. lance jimneez
11223 sw 88th street
miami, FL 33176-1120
 



(305) 630-3380



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Dennis Fritzinger
 2121 Blake St. #9
Berkeley, CA 94704
 



(510) 643-0576



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Sirmenis
8901 Canby Ave.
Northridge, CA 91325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Henry Schrieber
890 Willow Ave
Eugene, OR 97404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Serena Schodt
451 E 4th St
Erie, PA 16507-1632
 



8144645012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Fountain
287 San Napoli Dr.
Goleta, CA 93117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Wilkins
441 Lynn Street
Lake Mary, FL 32746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nancy hartman
839 Mariposa Rd.
Lafayette, CA 94549



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Johnson
864 Lakefield Drive
Galloway, OH 43119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy Oser
1439 Santa Fe Ave
Berkeley, CA 94702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John La Stella
7000 ware rd
charlotte, NC 28212-5839
 



(704) 536-4357



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Warren
1085 East Mann Rd
Bartow, FL 33830



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hilary Auker
710 Netzley Dr.
Denver, PA 17517
 



(717) 201 7494



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen Jackson
1 Horners Road
Lexington, KY 40502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Coreen Kerr
106-5790 Patterson Avenue
Burnaby, BC V5H 4H6



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Norman Pugliese
86 W. Valley Brook Rd.
Califon, NJ 07830-3525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Sixtus
8353 Rumson Dr
Santee, CA 92071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tedesco McLean
4394 Hickory Ave.
Lakeport, CA 95453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Look at the disaster that pumping water to Los Angeles caused over the years.  The more
water, the more people, then the more water needed, then more people.  It is a vicious
cycle that needs to be stopped now.
 
Sincerely,
 



Laurie Wilson-Bell
14038 Pine Mesa Drive
Draper, UT 84020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken A Hartman
5607 Evening Shore Dr
Houston, TX 77041
 



(713) 983-0431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim S
3897 Victory
Burbank, CA 91506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Henke
10951 Coventry Pl.
Santa Ama, IA 92705-2315



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie DeSanto
9 Bay 32nd Street
Brooklyn, NY 11214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harry Smythe
91 Periwinkle Drive
Olmsted Falls, OH 44138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Julie  Griffith
1020 Kehoe Dr
St. Charles, IL 60174



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Wilson
378 N. Wheatland Hwy
Wheatland, WY 82201
 



307-322-2052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mil haki
4758 bayard
san diego, CA 92109
 



9162182927



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret G. Banta
3233 SW MacVicar Ct
Topeka, KS 66



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JIll Knecht
3435 Winners Circle
CAnfield, OH 44406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann C. McGill
1947 Rocklyn Drive
Brunswick, OH 44212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
K. Chung
2318 Kipona Place
Honolulu, HI 96816
 



8084978848



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Once again, the non-thinkers have been playing in politics. Shame on those who propose
this.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Jepsen



6743 Henry Rd.
Belleville, WI 53508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Williams
2758 plum st
Philadelphia, PA 19137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Grout
142 E. Alamada
Tempe, AZ 85282
 



480 352-6123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
william garnett
8510 Birch Hollow Drive
Roswell, GA 30076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Seymour
3344 Eminence Boulevard
Saint Louis, MO 63114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William E. Sarovec
14 Clarendon Rd.
Lake Ronkonkoma, NY 11779
 



631-467-2697



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Fuentes
165 Essex Avenue
Metuchen, NJ 08840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Schwartz
2414 Sugarcone Road
Baltimore, MD 21209-1034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald  Schmoldt
5141 Moddison Ave.
Sacramento, CA 95819



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kevin garrity
3230 s.w. archer rd.     apt.#D-120
gainesville, FL 32608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Quilici
4698 Holycon Circle
San Jose, CA 95136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Garron
4504 South 36th Street
Apt A2
Arlington, VA 22206



 
7038624489



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Haugen
15225 Country Ln
Kearney, MO 64060
 



816-628-4351



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Cartwright
P.O. Box 3395
Costa Mesa, CA 92628
 



661-472-9164



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
t Quinn
5322 41st Street NW
Washington, DC 20015
 



202-248-9928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Kehew
211 Buckingham Dr.
Winterville, NC 28590
 



(252) 364-2152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry pauls
2464 Smizer mill est dr
fenton, MO 63026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
 
***  Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the
state engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds
that the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being
diverted.  ***  And this water transfer is NOT.
 
Please deny this application.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Jaffe
2224 SE 170th Ave
Portland, OR 97233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Briggs
4351 Sycamore
Sacramento, CA 95841



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Schillaci
308 Adam's Ranch Rd. #22
Telluride, CO 81435
 



(970) 728-6500



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Ward
2046 West Windsor Ave.
Phoenix, AZ 85009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Fowler
927 Ventura Street
Richmond, CA 94805-1032
 



510 233.6432



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
We face similar demands for the water in the Great Lakes.  I live in Milwaukee and a
suburb in the Mississippi watershed is requesting water from Lake Michigan to fuel its
growth.  I say we have room for more people where the water is.  Move the people to the
water not the water to the people.  It's past time we realized this is not sustainable
planning, action, thought!
 



Sincerely,
 
Barbara Richards
3210 N 83rd Street
Milwaukee, WI 53222-3844



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Stevens
13510 North-Creek Dr A
Mill Creek, WA 98012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Botelho
105 Gardens Dr # 103
Pompano Beach, FL 33069
 



954-975-1056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Frost
5 Watrous Rd
Clinton, CT 06413-1032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. christopher russell
593 A Old Steese Hyw N
Fairbanks , AK 99712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
angela perstein
3306 e terrace
seattle, WA 98122
 



206-328-9136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Cunningham
10161 East Karen Place
Tucson, AZ 85748



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elizabeth Thomas
1727 wilmette Ave.
wilmette, IL 60091-2426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kirsten jones
11640 Twin Oaks Dr
Berlin, MD 21811



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colleen Wright
4160 Chapman Way
Lake Oswego, OR 97035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colin Schroeder
3443 Somerset Trace SE
Marietta, GA 30067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeremy harmon
july lane
boerne, TX 78006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Denise D. Croft
7323 Lantana Terrace
Carlsbad, CA 92011
 



(760) 814-2648



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Moyer
4 GreenBriar Lane
Cinnaminson, NJ 08077



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Villeneuve
2056 Sharron Rd.
Kingsport, TN 37660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Eden
7254 NE New Brooklyn Rd
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
justin pullen
6561 codell st
navarre, FL 32566
 



512 9139593



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marsha Uselton
7217 Wellswood Lane
Knoxville, TN 37909



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alice west
7315 ne siskiyou st.
portland, OR 97213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nani Barnes
11306 Osborne St
Lake View Terrace, CA 91342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gaetano Rizzi
10111 86th Ave
Richmond Hill, NY 11418



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted. I do
not understand why is it we have to try and change everything and destroy things. It is dry
for a reason because it is suppose to be. Don't you think we have challenged mother
nature enough, Are we trying to ruin everything so no critters of any kind exist anymore.
JUST LEAVE IT ALONE !!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!1
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



david oppelt
p.o. box 3456
Johnson City, TN 37602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michael field
2430 cromwell cir
austin, TX 78741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CARRIE RUEL-FLORES
3005 PERRYSBURG RD
LOGANSPORT, IN 46947
 



574-722-6202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leanna Olmsted
22510 Woodway Pk Rd
Woodway, WA 98020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregg Morris
PO 1605
Hood River, OR 97031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J. L. Stagner
3109 S. 205th Road
Goodson, MO 65663-7103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Slimmer
7709 Kolmar Av
Skokie, IL 60076-3654



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Burch
56965 Gladewood Rd.
Coquille, OR 97423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nadia Kanhai
1110 Lebanon Street
Aurora, IL 60505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elvis Cayford
1370 West Horn Rd.
Pahrump, NV 89048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Bintliff
2670 Zoysia Lane
Conway, AR 72034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bob Gardiner
104 Argus Pl
Sterling, VA 20164-1442



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Axel Schwarz
4600 Lamont St. Unit 4-304
Unit 4-304
San Diego, CA 92109





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
arnaud Hussard
14 bd henri Michel
marseille, ot 13016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn K. Coats
119 Second Ave. SE
Magee, MS 39111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sam chapman
1901 guild dr
fairfield, IA 52556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sondra Boes
1640 Manton Ct.
Campbell, CA 95008-5123
 



4083799027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Johnson
3454 NE Hassalo St
Portland, OR 97232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nan Scott
419 W 2nd ST
Rochester, MI 48307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
andrew collings
302 carpenter lane
philadelphia, PA 19119
 



2159911961



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms d bishop
po box 2
richlandtown, PA 18955



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail J. J. Reams
3114 West Avenue
Austin, TX 78705-2123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
WE MUST LEARN NOT TO EXPAND OUR HABITAT INTO AREAS THAT CAN NOT BE
SUSTAINED ESPECIALLY AT THE EXPENSE OF ANOTHER AREA (IN THIS CASE
CENTRAL AND EASTERN NEVADA).  WE MUST ALSO NOT SACRIFICE THE VERY
FUTURE OF DIVERSITY IN ORDER TO FALSELY ADVANCE OUR SPECIES FOR A
FEW MORE YEARS.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 



Sincerely,
 
H.L. Chris  Chrissos
19 Yawbux Valley Rd
North Stonington, CT 06359



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marta Kowalska
3431 81 street
Jackson Heights, NY 11372
 



7184585885



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amber  Gearin
4925 Marcus Ave # 3431
Addison, TX 75001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Dyre
4214 Selkirk Dr.
Fairfax, VA 22032
 



(703) 424-1515



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Morales
1530 Leila Ct.
Santa Cruz, CA 95062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richelle Ching
PO Box 392
Redondo Beach, CA 90277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Eash
2350 Sugar Bottom Road N E
Solon, IA 52333-9579



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Henderson
9120 Red Currant Ave.
Las vegas, NV 89148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn Stillman
3520 Holbrook St
Klamath Falls, OR 97601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Everett
712 Wayside Drive
Austin, TX 78703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Smith
23 Riverview Drive
Gill, MA 01354
 



4138634577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valerie Dorn
812 Bennington Road
Folcroft, PA 19032
 



610-532-3513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paulette Doulatshahi
4525 Ferncroft Road
Mercer Island, WA 98040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Alper
905 Melrose Ave
Elkins Park, PA 19027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy  Krause
s94w32530 Hickorywood Trail
MUKWONAGO, WI 53149



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara David-Feyh
5256 Shiloh Way
Ventura, CA 93003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sven Lovegren
2331 Annapolis Court
Atlanta, GA 30345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Dolan
702 W. Thomas Rd.
Wheaton, IL 60187



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jennifer Rials
653 Raintree Circle
Coppell, TX 75019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Tangney
15614 SE Dream Weaver Dr.
Happy Valley, OR 97086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Downs
475 Mt. View Rd.
Alexandria, AL 36250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
leilani  timpe
12116 NE 137th Pl
Kirkland, WA 98034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bryna Gallagher
251 Kathmere Rd.
HAVERTOWN, PA 19083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kris Knoll
6230 Meadow Vista Lane
Las Vegas, NV 89103-1131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Mullen
6734 Zumirez Drive
Malibu, CA 90265



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brandon Chouinard
5926 NW 19th
Oklahoma City, OK 73127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Cravillion
709 W Linwood Ave
Oshkosh, WY 54901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin Kirkpatrick
11651 Rancho Hts Rd
Pala, CA 92059



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marc and Jill Klosner
344 S. Ridgewood Rd.
South Orange, NJ 07079



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kadin Panagoulis
620 North Ave E Apt B
Missoula, MT 59801-6002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arnie Schoenberg
3345 Gregory St.
San Diego, CA 92104-4751
 



619 281 1066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J. Holley Taylor
PO Box 1987
Penn Valley, CA 95946
 



(530) 432-7871



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elektra Vosburgh
1615 scenic ave
berkeley, CA 94709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Canter
436 Mad River Rd.
Arcata, CA 95521
 



707-972-0065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Stone
3973 Chickasaw Plz
Lake Havasu City, AZ 86406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stephanie Provost
24 rue du 1er Mai
Trets, ot 13530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Loren Amelang
Box 24
Philo, CA 95466-0024
 



707-489-0349



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Schmidt
6793 Co. Rd. EF
Delta, OH 43515



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanette French
437 Tuscawilla Dr
Charles town, WV 25414-5306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill McGuire
PO Box 1206
Melrose, FL 32666



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russell Riley
7954 Atlas Street
Pensacola, FL 32506-3652



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russell Riley
7954 Atlas Street
Pensacola, FL 32506-3652



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth R Gladfelter
3611 Rebecca    Apt D
Colorado Springs, CO 80917
 



(610) 882-1316



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Brooker
1149 E. 56th Street, #3
Chicago, IL 60637



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Rhode
5301 51st St. Apt. L3
Lubbock, TX 79414
 



3616588184



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Christine Stewart
307 Whippoorwill Glen
Escondido, CA 92026
 



(760) 489-1318



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kay Cookerly
4703 Yantis dr.
New Albany, OH 43054
 



6148551137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valerie Hildebrand
Marioncliff Drive
PARMA, OH 44134-3464



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Miller
19 Suzanne Lane
Chappaqua, NY 10514-1503
 



(914) 238-8409



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Hicks
921 Ell Way
Sarasota, FL 34243



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bea Baxter
12 Trapper Road
Campton, NH 03223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeannette Eaton
1109 Junesong Way
San Jose, CA 95131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valerie Hildebrand
Marioncliff Drive
PARMA, OH 44134-3464



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Foley
314 Alexandria Drive
Vernon Hills, IL 60061-1727



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
 
(The Rev.) Allan B. Jones
722 Orchard Street #2



Santa Rosa, CA 95404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
antje fray
58 old north rd
washington, CT 06793
 



860-868-0384



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Arnie Schildhaus
413 Grenoble Road
Santa Barbara, CA 93110
 



805-967-3678



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Ramsay
44581 Fish Rock Road
Gualala, CA 95445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Tim Zemba
112 N. Harper Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Goodreau
516 No. Formosa Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036
 



(323) 936-9089



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Before you let Las Vegas (which is losing population and has an astonishing foreclosure
rate) rob water from the Great Basin, I suggest that things like wasteful "dancing
fountains," "water volcanos" and "pirate lagoons" should be replaced by more appropriate
attractions.
 
And Las Vegas should start recylcing in earnest,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.



 
Sincerely,
 
Mercedes Lackey
16525 E 470 Rd
Claremore, OK 74017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miriam Amari
213 Upper Byrdcliffe Road
Woodstock, NY 12498



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bettina Doyle
5642 Falls Branch Road
Lavalette, WV 25535-8838



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Courtney
PO Box 736
Driggs, ID 83422-0736



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dale Lotreck
HC 74 Box 871
Pecos, NM 87552



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tamara clarke
4120 violet ct sw
rochester, WA 98579
 



360-273-1933



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Loeffelman
PO Box 796
Cortaro, AZ 85652



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Lee
7614 Waterford Glen Loop 2423
Charlotte, NC 28226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda L Smith
PO Box 422
Carmel, CA 93921
 



(831) 624-1127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Neil
2551 S. High St.
Denver, CO 80210
 



303-744-1655



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcia Walton
1956 Cherokee NW
Albuquerque, NM 87107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Corcos
88 Codornices Rd
Berkeley, CA 94708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gilbert Sabater
305 East 86th Street (18NW)
New York, NY 10028
 



(212) 410-5696



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Dunham
518 S. Blackhawk St.
Janesville, WI 53545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debi Jackson
4369 Hamilton Avenue
Cincinnati, OH 45223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carleton Vickers
7990 Tyson Oaks Cir
Vienna, VA 22182
 



703.3562250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan McBee
11533 Morgan Ave
Plymouth, MI 48170



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen O'Connell
5360 Singleton St.
Indianapolis, IN 46227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Dunn
31 Tannery Road
Fiskdale, MA 01518



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Oralia Acosta
1204 Abbott
Texas City, TX 77590



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Olson
1911 Apple Court
Plover, WI 5447



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Jacobson
3621 SW 21 Street
Miami, FL 33145
 



786-355-6294



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Jacobson
3621 SW 21 Street
Miami, FL 33145
 



786-355-6294



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Johnson
616 Stuart Road
Mt. Pleasant, WI 53406
 



8860346



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Miller
3039 Ravine Trail
Carrollton, TX 75007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cloe Cessna
504 N. Minnesota St
Las Vegas, NV 89107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Anderson
7002 - 137th Pl. SE
Snohomish, WA 98296-7643



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gwen Dudley
349 SE Stone St
Dallas, OR 97338



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Haire
215  Hillside Dr.
Wylie, TX 75098



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Ken Dexter
104 Stoneledge Drive
Fredericksburg, TX 78624
 



(830) 990-8909



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danielle Schneider
593 Hortonia Road
Fair Haven, VT 05743
 



(802) 635 2608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eliza Solesby
PO Box 553
Chesnee, SC 29323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bettie C paradis
93 Hadley Rd.
Merrimac, MA 01860
 



(978) 346-8113



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elisabeth Feichtinger
39 cascade Lake rd
warwick, NY 10990



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Smail
1006 Graybar Lane
Nashville, TN 37204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Smail
1006 Graybar Lane
Nashville, TN 37204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Figsby
285 Bowman Avenue
Winnipeg, MB R2K1P1



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharla Bertram
PO Box 243
88325, NM 88325
 



(575) 682-2090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keith Bockus
16 Underwood Rd
Hubbardston, MA 01452



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals
that live there, and am appalled at the South Nvada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
Why would you pump your water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would become extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur,
including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia
spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lindsay THORPE
7a Hooper St
Randwick, ot 2031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. William D Patterson
2624 4th Avenuw
Sacramento, CA 95818-3232
 



(916) 452-9491



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine FinkJohnson
1744 Kilbourn St
Los Angeles, CA 90065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harold Kerr
65 Browning Drive
Wright City, MO 63390



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Poor
55 Forest Lane
San Rafael, CA 94903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Regina Wilson-Seppa
730 Goodwin Avenue
Penngrove, CA 94951



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rodger Browder
1801 Audubon Pl.
Shreveport, LA 71105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Rosas
4353 Edwards
 Castro Valley, CA 94546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Jones
5399 Chaison Road
Gladstone, MI 49837



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Brown
1443 Edwards Avenue
Fircrest, WA 98466



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dale McKenna
1108 E. Cypress Avenue
Lompoc, CA 93436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Scherfee
620 Crumbaugh Rd.
Georgetown, KY 40324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosamund Wendt
6767 Sunset Way, Apt.104
St Pete Beach, FL 33706-2048
 



727-367-6665



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
P.S. I Love Wildlife love Brandon M Bean. AND FOR OUR KIDS LIVE & THEY FUTURE
TO.
 
“In this great future, you can't forget your past…” Bob Marley



 
P.S. I Love Wildlife love Brandon M Bean.
 
 
Thank you for helping to save these executives why saving the Western Gray Whale
important.
 
Thank you for considering my comments. I look forward to your swift action to ensure a
complete ban on whaling in Iceland.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thank you for your consideration of this issue.
 
Thank you for considering my views on this issue. I look forward to your reply.
 
Sincerely,Thank you for considering my views on this issue. I look forward to your reply.
 
Yours truly, Thank you for considering my comments. Thank you for taking my concerns
into consideration. Sincerely, Thank you for considering my comments. P.S. I Love Wildlife
love Brandon M Bean. Thank you for receiving my comments. Sincerely, Brandon M Bean
2019 Los Feliz dr  Apt 8 Thousand Oaks CA 91362-3030 Brandonmbean@yahoo.com I
love 8stops7 They Rock. http://www.8stops7.com ?Thank you for considering and
conveying my message to your government. Sincerely, Brandon M Bean 805.657.7565
 
I love 8stops7 They Rock. http://www.8stops7.com
 
http://www.facebook.com/brandon.m.bean
 
 
Sincerely,
 
 
BRANDON M BEAN
805-657-7565
 
Brandon M bean
2019 los feliz dr apt 8
thousand oaks, CA 91362
 
8056577565



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kay bushnell
775 northampton drive
palo alto, CA 94303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doris Applebaum
13680 Winchester
Oak Park, MI 48237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lisa Myers
Titan Drive
Coarsegold, CA 93614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Bishop
2050 Rodney Dr. #8
Los Angeles, CA 90027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Luben Stoilov
100 Marin Center Dr., #24
San Rafael, CA 94903
 



415-491-9604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Williams
9634 Oak Glen Road
Cherry Valley, CA 92223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
darin burbrink
5204 rivers edge pl
glen allen, VA 23059
 



8043605352



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tammy Essex
4228 Brady Dr
Fort Worth, TX 76119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Wohlgamuth
822 Garson Dr
Akron, OH 44319



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beatrice Grove
Riverlea Ave
Pakuranga
Auckland, ot 2010





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Kramer
22 Rayfield Road
Marshfield, MA 02050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Anderson
11002 Snowheights Blvd NE
Albuquerque, NV 87112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Ritsky
829 Brock St.
Brockway, PA 15824



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Arcure
4218 W. Fountain Way
Fresno, CA 93722



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Montgomery
26  Union Avenue
Norwalk, CT 06851
 



203 846 0044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
NAOKO DIBACCO
21596 TREESHADE LN
LAKE FOREST, CA 92630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr Virginia Clarke
636 Hillview Rd
Richmond, VT 05477
 



(802) 434-4415



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ivan Olsen
P.O. Box 449
Gonzales, CA 93926



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melina Paris
29 Silver Saddle Lane
RPV, CA 90274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lorena perez
7707 innovator dr
sacramento, CA 95834



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Meserve
60 Dwelley st
Pembroke, MA 02359
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sara glickstein
Milvia St.
BERKELEY, CA 94709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Melton
1129 NW Harrison Blvd
Corvallis, OR 97330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
deb harris
rr3
denfield, ON n0m1p0
 



519 232-1110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allan Cate
5307 Cortolane Dr.
La Crescenta, CA 91214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
edward jagusiak
97 church road
morganville, NJ 07751



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhonda Green
O.O. Box 6100
Coffs Harbour, CA 90212-1100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a very concerned American citizen and taxpayer I care deeply about the Great Basin
and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada
Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Mha Atma S. Khalsa
1536 S. Crest Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90035





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Dutton
145 South Roxbury Drive #8
Beverly Hills, CA 90212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ginger Fitzhugh
2736 NE 87th St
Seattle, WA 98115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Youssef Ismail
3969 Via Cristobal
Campbell, CA 95008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Don Schwarz
3388 Lennox Court
Lawrenceville, GA 30044-5616
 



770-979-4237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryll Weiden
91 Solana Dr
Los Altos, CA 94022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eva Cantu
Bethpage Ave.
Dallas, TX 75217
 



(214) 714-3233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Anne Settanni
1314 South Linden Street
Normal, IL 61761
 



309-452-0425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ira Trevi
Boca Raton
Boca Raton, FL 33428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvie Bermannova
Prague
Prague, ot 14000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Kilgore
6420 S. Y Lightning Ranch Road
Hereford, AZ 85615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kim jessum
2103 Pine Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gisela Felsberg
box 431
Vilna, Alberta, Canada, AB T0A 3L0



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Roberts
3298 Wilderness Dr
Powder Springs, GA 30127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
V. G.
123
Chicago, IL 60645



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aubrey Scheel
7920 SE Washington ST
Portland, OR 97215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nancy allis
7940 s monaco ct
centennial, CO 80112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Klock
5763 Haney ct
Watauga, TX 76148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jule GARRISON
PO Box 931
Daleville, AL 36322-0931



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sharon duffy
35240 Peralta Dr
Warner Springs, CA 92086-9718
 



760-782-9945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shannon yenney
rr2
allenford, ON n0h 1a0
 



5199342268



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Gary Beckerman
3584 Pine Street
Santa Ynez, CA 93460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am requesting that you deny the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada for the purpose of supporting unsustainable growth in the Las Vegas area. There
are viable means of meeting these water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options.
 
Nevada's "inter-basin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), requires the state engineer
to deny an application for an inter-basin transfer of water if it is found that the proposed
transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted. While the
definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only reasonable to
deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and irreversible impacts
that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as documented in the Bureau
of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrub-land
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk. These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great
Basin in eastern Nevada and western Utah.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table. In this day and age of
living beyond our means, we cannot afford to stick our children with the environmental
damage in the Great Basin nor the unsustainable growth proposed for the Las Vegas
desert.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael McNally
2 Virgil Ct
Irvine, CA 92617



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bridget Hughes
1406 napier rd
ashhurst, ot 4810



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Avery
3013 Lynnwood Way
Louisville, KY 40299



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.  This can't happen!
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.  Please take all of this into consideration!
 
Sincerely,
 
Tara Leesa dAVIS
4677 hOME aVE.  aPT, 85`
San Diego, CA 92105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Nancy M Snyder
PO Box 2301
Cottonwood, AZ 86326
 



(928) 634-6165



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
SYLVIA COLUZZI
248 Walker Drive #27
Mountain View, CA 94043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marika Wilde
116 Province Road
Barrington, NH 03825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. VICTORIA WIERIG
3163 OLD BRIDGEPORT WAY
SAN DIEGO, CA 92111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sivita Justice
1118 N 12
Boise, ID 83702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. David J Cencula
9145 Cordoba Blvd
Sparks, NV 89441



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Barrows
retired teacher
1240 W. Sims Way #48
Port Townsend, WA 98368



 
360 379-6453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tina McBride
45 Turning Mill Rd
Lexington, MA 02420
 



781-863-1317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clive Lovelock
3-5-9 Shiraniwadai
Ikoma, ot 630-0136
 



81-743-79-5515



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Ledden
14941 Trinidad Drive
Rancho Murieta, CA 95683-9451



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
eric meyers
20134 runnymede st. #33
canoga park, CA 91306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony  Buch
6179 NE Radford Drive
Seattle, WA 98115
 



360 6720209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David L. Smith
5625 Sandpiper Dr., Apt. 216
Stevens Point, WI 54482-8467



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Richard H Peters
123 Crane Neck Street
West Newbury, MA 01985
 



(978) 363-1589



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Hunter
1125 W Willetta St
Phoenix, AZ 85007
 



6022549196



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scot Tallmadge
4380 Dover St
Wheat Ridge, CO 80033
 



(303) 420-9144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Elwell
538 Madison Street, NW
Washington, DC 20011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scot Tallmadge
4380 Dover St
Wheat Ridge, CO 80033
 



(303) 420-9144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Sprouse, D.V.M.
9728 Carmel Mountain Road
Suite E
San Diego, CA 92129





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosa Lerner
Los Manzanos 457/401
Lima, ot 27000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Retired Marie Wakefield
retired
3054 Highway 20
Newport, OR 97365-9519



 
(541) 264-8082



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jay Carr
32 Gorham Street
Somerville, MA 02144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
allan newlands
5 buckeye
portola valley, CA 94028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Saver
16 Overlook Dr
Westborough, AL 01581



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Gibbons
53674 Huntington Drive
Shelby Twp., MI 48316



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lois Patton
247 Wilson Way
Larkspur, CA 94939



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please DENY the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Judy W Soffler
8 Termakay Drive
New City, NY 10956-6434
 



(845) 634-0871



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elisabeth Webber
PO Box 4593
Durango, CO 81302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Shepherd
920 SW Taylor's Ferry Rd
Portland, OR 97219-4538
 



503.702.4329



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Kaplan
1748 Ohlen Road, #85
Austin, TX 78757
 



(512) 461-3465



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
RALPH TUSCHER
11550 S JACKSON RD
CEMENT CITY, MI 49233-9525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacj Strasburg
31 W Los Reales Rd # 221
Tucson, AZ 85756
 



5205732041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Crawford
10-01 162 St. 9b
Apt 9B
Whitestone, NY 11357





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Bigler
15 Leeann Lane
Mount Pleasant, SC 29464



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelley McDowell
1 Shari Lane
Chico, CA 95928
 



530-865-4378



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Wertenberger
140 Northbrook St SE
Grand Rapids, MI 49548



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Pendexter
1730 S Federal Hwy, #303
Delray Beach, FL 33483
 



561-276-6200



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lester Kloss
18505 Carpenter Street
Homewood, IL 60430



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marci kelley
2261 blendon 2n
st. louis, MO 63143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please read this letter carefully. 
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am extremely disturbed at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. I don't know about you, but I find it hard to
visualize just how much 57 billion of gallons really is.  To put this into perspective, there is
7.481 gallons of water in 1 square foot.  That means that 57 billion gallons of water is
equivalent to 7 billion, 619 million, 302 thousand, 232.32 square feet.  To narrow that
perspective even more - that is the equivalent to 132,279.55 football fields.  So the
question is:  Why would we pump this much water to southern Nevada to support a city
who fails first to promote sustainable growth and fails to find a viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet.  Please think about this - water tables droping by 200
feet - that's the hight of a 20-25 story building.  This type of water table drop would cause
192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland habitats to dry and be destroyed and
converted to dryland grasses and annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass
and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310
springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. I implore you to deny the authority's water-right applications based on



the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. It is time that growth and
expansion are kept in check and balanced as to the environmental or green impact that
they will have.  In light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable
water demands, this application should be removed from the table with a harsh reprimand
for attempting to push through something that is so devastating to our environment.
 
Thank you for taking the time to read this letter and for your considerations in this matter.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Esty
7 Clevenshire Place
Old Saybrook, CT 06475



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Ferrari
1175 West Baseline
Claremont, CA 91711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Linda Miller
10511 E. Dusky Willow Dr.
Tucson, AZ 85747
 



(520) 664-1143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Cleland
113 E. Plum
Fort Collins, CO 80524



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Marquis
9500 Jollyville Rd, #114
Austin, TX 78759-6523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra dos Santos
458 Kent Ave.
Baltimore, MD 21228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Benjamin Zank
146 university rd
Brookline, MA 02445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
armando couto
1245 meridian ave unit a
miami beach , FL 33139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Nilasena
2207 Moser
Dallas, TX 75206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carlene Visperas
5361 Meadwo Wood Pl
Concord, CA 94521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Beidel
100 Nasson Lane
Oak Ridge, TN 37830-7506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer boettiger
12660 Ne 10th Pl Apt C4
Bellevue, WA 98005-2513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mike pfeffer
225 mississippi st
san francisco, CA 94107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Agatha Fletcher
5311 33rd Ave S
Seattle, WA 98118
 



206-723-5112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Agatha Fletcher
5311 33rd Ave S
Seattle, WA 98118
 



206-723-5112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melinda Elliott
308 E. Main Street
Peotone, IL 60468



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anderson Burch
361 Cherokee Pl
Atlanta, GA 30312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Levin
20 Bay Street Landing, B3K
Staten Island, NY 10301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Morgan Earp
10715 Bedfordtown Drive
Raleigh, NC 27614
 



(919) 605-5428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harper Smith
8201 4th Ave. 6F
Brooklyn, NY 11209-4430
 



(405) 361-2812



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Aydelott
3333 East Florida Unit 91
Denver, CO 80210
 



3037787601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of
water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada is outrageous and must be
denied. Pumping water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are better means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management, and desalination options, is wasteful and against the public interest.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" may be absent in the statute, it would
clearly be 'unsound' to allow the catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would occur as
a result of this groundwater extraction, as documented in the Bureau of Land
Management's "draft environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals, supporting
invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of wetlands
would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.  The toll
on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and springsnails
would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the imperiled
greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn
and elk.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Bannister
5418 High Tor Hill
Columbia, MD 21045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Weber
3555 Mira Pacific Dr
Oceanside, CA 92056-3933



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suranjan Sen
IIT Bombay
Mumbai, ot 400076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
T.A. Hamilton
Wood Grove Ct
Tallahassee, FL 32301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jim sickafoose
11340 w. 38th ave. #9
wheat ridge, CO 80033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Wiggins
1325 D Street NE
Salem, OR 97301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Whitney Mackman
1621 crete st
new orleans, LA 70119
 



602-463-1585



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Benjamin Quek
Tampines,Singapore
Tampines, ot 52088



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Therese Singleton
938 N Ogden Drive
West Hollywood, CA 90046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Ronald Lemmert
143 Llafayette Place
Peekskill, NY 10566



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Sherrill
829 Dawson
Long Beach, CA 90804-5822
 



5624330990



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valerie Kosheleff
po box 12471
La Jolla, CA 92039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Stephanie Smith
5442 Reed Street
Arvada, CO 80002-3842



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gina Verdini
PO Box 29
Mahopac, NY 10541-0029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger Moore
3107-59th street
Lubbock, TX 79413



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Shiffler
3890 DELAWARE LN
LAS VEGAS, NV 89169-3347



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aurelia Gasher
3314 Linder Green Dr.
Spring, TX 77386



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Rago
26570 L'Anse Creuse Street
Harrison Township, MI 48045-2580
 



5868727564



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arwen Dewey
15th Ave S
Seattle, WA 98144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Wolfe
13376 Dronfield Ave. -
Sylmar, CA 91342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Anne Settanni
1314 South Linden Street
Normal, IL 61761
 



309-452-0425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marianne ewing
elm
bolinas, CA 94924
 



2434 2474   



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Schmied
12826 NE 185th CT
Bothell, WA 98011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deanna Munson
14095 SW Walker Rd Apt 148
Beaverton, OR 97005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Van Riper
21 West Shore Drive
Putnam Valley, NY 10579
 



845 2169745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mariya Stimson
12985 SW Walker
Beaverton, OR 97005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Tomaszewski
159 Waterford Lane
Reading, PA 19606
 



(610) 781-4643



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dale Shero
155 w creek ct
peachtree city, GA 30269



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ray Peters
N2610 Buckhorn Cir.
Wautoma, WI 54982-7105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As outlined below, the proposed interbasin water transfer is not environmentally sound. I
hope you agree and act accordingly since you have the important responsibility of making
a decision.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Dr. Linda G Silversmith
260 New Mark Esplanade
Rockville, MD 20850-2733
 
(301) 294-0566



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
judith ackerman
636 west end av
NewYork, NY 10024-1023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lindsey McMahan
1561 O'Connor Dr
Conroe, TX 77304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanna Kling
1102 S.Orchard St.
Urbana, IL 61801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jodi Beers
173
Albuquerque, NM 87123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don McKelvey
20950 Priday Ave
Euclid, OH 44123-2621



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kat Allen
West NASA Road 1
Webster, TX 77598



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenny Roberts
PO Box 1087
Carefree, AZ 85377



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ann skazinski
12633 broadmoor place
grand haven, MI 49417



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Melcer
5811 E. Paseo Busanic
Tucson, AZ 85750



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen O'Neal
9100 SW 80th Avenue
Portland, OR 97223
 



5032931796



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Joyce A Mitchell
1526 Brazil Lane
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
 



(831) 479-4720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Tomaszewski
159 Waterford Lane
Reading, PA 19606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Oettle
2600 Benton Avenue
Granite City, IL 62040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. eileen  daniels
25956 sand canyon rd
canyon country, CA 91387
 



(661) 298-1278



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cora lichtschein
Bolivar 1546
Buenos Aires, ot 1141 Bs As



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Wenzel
2063 Meadowbrook rd.
Prescott, AZ 86303
 



928-925-5662



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Kemp
3466 Elizabeth Street
Eureka, CA 95503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karola Spring
12425 W. 2nd Pl. #16-208
Lakewood, CO 80228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
hagit sternfeld
9 koresh street
tel aviv, ot 65229
 



00-972-5660019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fiona Kozuh
6312 haney
Austin, TX 78723-2051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kate D
Westchester
Westchester County, NY 10533



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
R Webber
4439 Whoabegone Ave
Illinoise, ID 34021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elena Shuvaeva
202 Highland Ave.
Jenkintown, PA 19046
 



2677600260



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sandra Miller
17311 Willowbrook Drive
South Bend, IN 46635-1750



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aaron Schuman
116 Magnolia Lane
Mountain View, CA 94043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Yarbrough
4102 Greenwood St.
Newbury Park, CA 91320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Johnston
1303 Augustine Ct.
College Station, TX 77840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hollister Thomas
13201 Clayton Road
St. Louis, MO 63131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Noris Nunez
2555 Kennedy Blvd.
Jersey City, NJ 07304-2165
 



201-433-4211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John McDonald
68 Napoleon Street
Newark, NJ 07105-3143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Woll
79 Dana St.
Cambridge, MA 02138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce Yeagle
4906 W. Carmen Ave.
Chicago, IL 60630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shane McAndrew
911 E. Park Sq.
Prospect Park, PA 19076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Amy Bostick
21374 Dunn St.
Wildomar, CA 92595



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melanie Bond
Private
Wauchula, FL 33873



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Wordlaw
3004 Allister
Dallas, TX 75229
 



4692781454



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Shaffer
6606 Westhill Drive Sw.
Olympia, WA 98512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carole Chowen
P.O. Box 2741
Grand Junction, CO 81502-2741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jerry Eskew
executive
2700 Laguna Shores Ln
Las Vegas, NV 89121-3934



 
(702) 726-2555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Marty Crowley
3569 Smugglers Cove Rd.
Greenbank, WA 98253



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Earl Frounfelter
120 Palm Court Drive
Santa Maria, CA 93454-6644



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Carnes
3925 Sherman Blvd
Des Moines, IA 50310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Gotmer
3280 Stoney ridge rd
Eugene, OR 97405
 



541-914-2156



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanne I Hirshfield
36-468 Sandsal Circle
Rancho Mirage, CA 92270
 



(760) 324-2190



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Retired Oral Mehmed
Retired
11485 Oakhurst Road Apt B201
Largo, FL 33774



 
(727) 595-0368



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
If we were not in an age of "anything can be bought", I would find this proposal laughable. I
am retired from the Texas environmental agency, which seems to act first to protect
industries, then the environment. I trust you will serve Nevada and its water-related
neighbors better.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Dr. James Hadden
2400 Westover Road
Austin, TX 78703
 
(512) 474-7620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcia Ostrowski
560 Northstar Drive
Reno, NV 89503
 



775-624-7602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Burks
574 Woodbine Drive
San Rafael, CA 94903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Gries
3 Raudo Place
SANTA FE, NM 87508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
H.D. Horton
162 Baptist Rd.
Canterbury, NH 03224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Johantgen
3115 31st Ct SE
Olympia, WA 98501
 



3605397976



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table. What is it that causes you to keep wasting precious water to keep lqwns green in  a
desert?
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Brill
p.o. box 467
Bearsville, NY 12409





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcie Ligammari
libby
Paradise, CA 95969



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.  The Great Basin is an important part of the diversity of the western states.  We must
preserve and conserve rather than destroy.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan & Pat Montague
647 73rd Ave NE
Olympia, WA 98506





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Trembly
880 W 1st St
Los Angeles, CA 90012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Jones
2265 Coach and Surrey Lane
Aurora, IL 60506-4409



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brittany Adams
369 Missouri
San Francisco, CA 94107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daren Black
11664 National Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Seth Green
45 Cottage St
45 cottage st
Saxonville, MA 01701



 
5087666189



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I completely disagree with the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export billions gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.There
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
The Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement" for the pipeline
proposal details major issues with the idea, such as water tables would drop by 200 feet;
almost 200,000 acres of prime Great Basin shrubland habitats would be dried, destroyed
and converted to dryland grasses and annuals, supporting invasive species like
cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of wetlands would be destroyed
along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ted Matts
1433 Iron STreet
Bellingham, WA 98225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin Foudy
3549 N. olive Rd.
Tucson, AZ 85719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fred Oswald
13677 Pleasant Vly
Cleveland, OH 44130-5625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Graeme Potts
4707 Holston River Ct
San Jose, CA 95136-2710



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Laxon
1778 sw 85 ave
Miramar, FL 33025
 



954-540-5940



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Patterson
42 Jacob Lane
Russellville, AR 72802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Eppler
4930 South 73rd
Lincoln, NE 68516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Kormendi
17 Chittenden Ave, #3-D
New York, NY 10033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
E Michael  Weber
193 Pinnacle Ct.
Mesquite, NV 89027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Anderson
1850 Dineen St.
Martinez, CA 94553



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Wehner
404 W. Jackson Street
Ione, CA 95640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Heyer
153 E 165 Street,  Apt 1-D
Bronx, NY 10452
 



7185370531



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Agar
313 Princess ane
Stroudsburg, PA 18360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vanessa Thibodeaux
1121 Belmere Luxury Ct
Houma, LA 70360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I  am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. We
should not pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on fauna would also be great.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Tompkins
342 Southlawn Ave
East Lansing, MI 48823



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Schmeltekopf
1305 St. Andrews
San Angelo, TX 76904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Ferro
1 Crosshill Green
Kinross, ot 6028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Phyllis Brown
579 Vallejo St., #115
Petaluma, CA 94952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Kutilek
601 S. 15th St.
San Jose, CA 95112
 



408 297-9749



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Crystal Hess
525 Garfield Street
Medford, OR 97501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. eileen  daniels
25956 sand canyon rd
canyon country, CA 91387
 



(661) 298-1278



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Molly Osborne
3805 N Nash Creek Ct
Tucson, AZ 85745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Meyer
206 Illinois St
Vallejo, CA 94590-3856



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kendrick Wilson
1 N. 5th Ave., Apt. 616
Tucson, AZ 85701
 



(520) 400-0391



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Ritchings
50 Quail Meadow Rd.
Plactias, NM 87043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelley Blaine
7221 E. 6th Ave.
Denver, CO 80220
 



303 601-8636



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr.  ERIC ERICSON
764 PATTERSON PL
PACIFIC PALISADES, CA 90272-4376



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
martha reed
237 west apple branch way
mustang, OK 73064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Jahn
735 Vrain #210
Denver, CO 80204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elisabeth Shewmaker
9 Hollenbeck Lane
Hanover, NH 03755-3111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
deborah nudelman
946 norvell street
el cerrito, CA 94530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Sorum
28150 N. Alma School Parkway Suite 103-282
Scottsdale, AZ 85262



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Cragnolin
PO Box 562
Accord, NY 12404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tyler Burns
949 E. Count Fleet Cir.
Danville, KY 40422



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ron Tergesen
9 Simmons Dr.
East Islip, NY 11730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kirk Aigner
1335 Hilltop Parkway 2C
Steamboat Springs, CO 80487



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. This request is not environmentally sound. Why would we pump our
water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lawrence Yox
2885 Sanford Ave SW # 12754
Grandville, MI 49418-1342





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ernest & Berdelle  Campbell
1217 5th Ave N`
Nashville, TN 37208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brittanny Norton
309 Laurel Ave
Libertyville, IL 60048
 



(847) 903-9924



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danielle Cenci
1437 Cornell
Grand Rapids, MI 49506
 



6163043605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hannah Ingram
472 Summers Street
Abingdon, VA 24210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy Fiering
924 Everett St
El Cerrito, CA 94530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aaron Senegal
1313 Mariposa St.
Richmond, CA 94804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Quattrociocchi
4415 51st Avenue SW
Seattle, WA 98116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gretchen Boise
224 Academy Street
Salem, VA 24153
 



(602) 663-3303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Molina
877 Taylor Ave Apt 6E
Bronx, NY 10473-3309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Al Gasiewski
715 Willowbrook Rd
Boulder, CO 80302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Boszko
22 Avery Lane
Great Barrington, MA 01230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Simone St Clare
824 Carter Acres
Martinez, CA 94553



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriel Lopez
4619 SE 49th Ave
Portland, OR 97206
 



415 637-6459



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Nelson
4 Merion Avenue
Moorestown, NJ 08057



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Wiley
16 Brookside Ave
Webster, MA 01570



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Kaufman
14529 Redwood Lane
Guerneville, CA 95446
 



707-486-6232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Waldo
4916 S 525 W
Riverdale, UT 84405-6307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Ewell
1574 North 1400 West
Altamont, UT 84001
 



435 724 0200



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rod Hanson
1585 Olive St
Eugene, OR 97401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Leibowitz
732 W. Schubert Ave.
Chicago, IL 60614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa  Harville
 1008 Braeswood Dr.
Bryan, TX 77803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals
that live there.  Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anne mavromatis
howe street
oakland, CA 94611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Colip
255 Drumm Lane
Fallon, NV 89406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Van Rookhuyzen
145 Taylor St.
San Francisco, CA 94102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sarah Oswald
1917 Mosswood Dr
Melbourne, FL 32935
 



3213236402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pauline Lerner
5202 Crossfield Ct. #9
Rockville, MD 20852



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals
that live there, and am upset at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Kyriakopulos
150 Palo Verde Cir
Sedona, AZ 86351-7889
 



(928) 284-4605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Jane Little
6233 Timberwolfe Drive
Glen Carbon, IL 62034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
HELENE ADAMS
2233 E BEHREND DRIVE 117
PHOENIX, AZ 85024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
K.G. Barbour
P.O. Box 1420
Standish, ME 04084



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Findeis
1140 E 3rd Street Apt 4
Long Beach, CA 90802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joseph & sharon matarazzo
140 jones st #77
moncure, NC 27559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Schutz
11776 Pierce Street
Lake View Terrace, CA 91342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Vanden Heuvel
PO Box 702
Newman Lake, WA 99025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judi Epstein
2870 O'Bannion Terrace
Deltona, FL 32738



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Zdilla
5193 Cobble Creek Rd, Apt 5D
Salt Lake City, UT 84117
 



801-272-3319



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lisa huddleson
2295 rambling rose dr.
Camarillo, CA 93012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Sperry
6723 ben ave
North Hollywood, CA 91606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kendrick Webb
145 Navajo Drive B7
Sedona, AZ 86336



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shirley Luxem
9500 315th Ave SE
Issaquah, WA 98027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen DeBraal
935 B St
Springfield, OR 97477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas D. Herzog
2 Woodway, P.O. Box 403
South Salem, NY 10590-0403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joann butkus
2502 W. 38th Street
chicago, IL 60632



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The whole idea is truly nuts!!
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Brinkmeyer
719 W Main St
Aspen, CO 81611



 
(970) 429-0907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jill martin
4070 STEEPLECHASE DR
collegeville, PA 19426
 



732-261-5543



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paulette Fowlie
Grandview
Livingston, MT 59047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Menzel
1590 River Road
Brookdale, CA 95007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Jacobson
308 Laurel Ave
San Anselmo, CA 94960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Cross
259 Kingsland Ave.
Brooklyn, NY 11222
 



734-673-3724



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please defend the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there. I am appalled
at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of
water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our
water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not sound, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jorie Hofstra
14 Redcliffe
Highland Park, NJ 08904
 



7322530401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katie Brady
450 Chateau Dr.
Carson City, NV 89701



 
775-220-8747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan Madison
7840 South Lakeshore Rd
Chelan, WA 98816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Circharo
321 Norwood Terrace
Boca Raton, FL 33431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.  This is not fair to the environment. The last thing it needs is a wasteful problem.
Please keep this ecosystem protected and in balance.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Guest
851 Stanton Ct
Carmel, IN 46033





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Jacobs
20695 Parkside Lane #5
Pine Grove, CA 95665



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stanley Pendze
308 e thayer street
Philadelphia, PA 19134



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Kiel
49 Cedar St.
Port Orange, FL 321276405
 



386 767-0323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Reuben Veek
505 Walker Drive Apt 13
Mountain View, CA 94043
 



(650) 520-9918



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
AMIR NIKNAM
9332 ZELZAH AVE.
NORTHRIDGE, CA 91325
 



818 349-7420



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Unger
5559 North Meadows Blvd.
Columbus, OH 43229-4180



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
wendi Abbott
52654 Hoag
Scappoose, OR 97056
 



5035433747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerda Muri
918 W Wolfram St #2
Chicago, IL 60657-5006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Garrett
1059 Springhill Way
Gambrills, MD 21054-1520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tina Proia
2329 65th ave
Oakland, CA 94605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Megan Lehman
342 Eldred St.
Williamsport, PA 17701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
aiting tung
411 Calle Veracruz
Newbury Park, CA 91320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Patton
427 Paco Drive
Los Altos, CA 94024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louis Moreno
14409 Export
Laredo, TX 78045
 



(956) 724-4400 x 235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Choi
2939 Norsewood Dr
Rowland Heights, CA 91748



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
We need to rise above self-interest for the good of all and we have to let scientific
knowledge lead the way so we don't make things worse.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arlene Encell



2535 Armacost Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90064-2715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
d c
8
centennial, CO 80112-2708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacqueline Delario
8905 Monmouth Ave
Margate, NJ 08402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Bernath
125 Hamilton Ave.
Jamestown, RI 02835
 



(401) 423-3691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gertruida Wessels
58 Van Heerden Street, Capital Park
Capital Park, Pretoria
Pretoria, Gauteng, South Africa, ot 0084



 
0726773243



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Glover
9000 E. Speedway Blvd.
Tucson, AZ 85710



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Richie
524 9th Terrace
Pleasant Grove, AL 35127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Thompson
po box 181243
coronado, CA 92178



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mick Robinson
2061 Sandalwood Drive
Santa Maria, CA 93455-2861



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Tiers
579 Sunburst OL,#2, Box 472
Crestone, CO 81131-0472
 



719-256-4523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Bass
St. Augustine, Florida
 
Mrs. Lisa Bass



5433 riverwood rd n
St Augustine, FL 32092



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Young
10035 Tanglewood Court
Palos Park, IL 60464



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Hood
375 Laurel Street
Hartford, CT 06105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Parks
122 Doyle Ave
Providence, RI 02906
 



9145897267



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald L. Davis
1510 Cottage Lane
Towson, MD 21286-8012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jörg Gaiser
Alte Tonbachstrasse 14
Baiersbronn, ot 72270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelley Inglett
16 Clark Circle
Lexington, GA 30648



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
And then, once these areas are pumped dry, Las Vegas will be back at the starting line to
find replacement water.  This is a temporary "solution" for Las Vegas at best, and one that
can be applied only at a huge, irreversible cost to the environment.  Las Vegas must find
more permanent, less damaging solutions to its water problems.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
William Kneedler
4707 Gold Mienrs Pl
Herriman, UT 84096-2445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda McCarthy
18316 Maple Street
Lansing, IL 60438
 



(708) 474-3550



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maryann Foss
58 Edison Ave
Cherry Hill, NJ 08002-3533



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Cousins
6031 Willowcrest Ave
N.Hollywood, CA 91606
 



8189856152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Freiman
888 Shelburne Falls rd
Conway, MA 01341



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lisa Keiderling
40 Maple Avenue
Flemington, NJ 08822-1443



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim Martinson
1017 inspiration way
Ventura, CA 93001
 



8583533114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim Martinson
1017 inspiration way
Ventura, CA 93001
 



8583533114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Carter
14343 addison st.
sherman oaks, CA 91423
 



9105830175



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Chester
1802 Acacia Ln
Fallbrook, CA 92028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doug Card
1156 Joy Court
Exeter, CA 93221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Foster
3156 S. Quincy Ave.
Milwaukee, WI 53207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Morgan
2612 Sylvan St.
Bellingham, WA 98226
 



(360) 599-9957



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Vragovic
40 Babcock St.
Brookline, MA 02446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Rouse
2471 Overlook Dr.
Walnut Creek, CA 94597
 



925 705 7157



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Morgan
521 S. Madison Avenue
La Grange, IL 60525
 



(708) 579-1379



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael White
white837@aol.com
Long Beach, CA 90805-3530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carole Henry, MSW
6109 Seabeck Holly Road NW
Seabeck, WA 98380-8866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Kulauzovic
1356 Prairie View Pkwy
Cary, IL 60013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Merle Easton
1132 Broderick St
San Francisco, CA 94115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve holzberg
105 winchester ct
folsom, CA 95630-4836
 



916-608-6657



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan DeLauro
2434 Queenston Rd.
Cleveland Hts, OH 44118
 



(216) 371-6458



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Eric Krasinski
10962 Keller Rd
Clarence, NY 14031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen basore
70 Sunnyside Ave
Sonoma, CA 95476-3451



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Bolson
116 S Rockhill
Council Grove, KS 66846



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roland Goyette
782 E 9990 S
Sandy, UT 84094
 



801.918.0176



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ulf Remahl
65 Hume Avenue #01-01
Singapore, ot 598743



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Grace Thompson
2040 Indian Point Road
Branson, MO 65616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Brooks Nichols
8150 Baltimore Ave Apt 322-2
College Park, MD 20740



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miles Smith
2600 nw Fillmore 5
Corvallis, OR 97330
 



5417783311



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Rohrbach
1356 S. Van Ness
San Francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Tartaglia
2423 Denis Ave.
Silver Spring, MD 20902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
April Biggs
18 Irving Place
Buffalo, NY 14201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dale lacognata
6244 dover ct.
fishers, IN 46038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Gage
7313 Boyertown Pike
Douglassville, PA 19518-9577
 



(610) 689-3887



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Denton
1637 Fairorchard Av
San Jose, CA 95125
 



(408) 269-4349



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Hartmann
SU Box 6603 1001 E. University Ave
Georgetown , TX 78626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. James Lamb
7046 W Resthaven Pl
Tucson, AZ 85757



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Orso
5734 Gold Trail
Wilseyville, CA 95257



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracey Archer
829 Garnet Street
West Sacramento, CA 95691
 



916-529-9920



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Cheri Carlson
20505  64th Dr NE
Arlington, WA 98223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Will
964 White Cloud Dr.
Morgan Hill, CA 95037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Sewald
1401 Wewatta St. Unit 206
Denver, CO 80202
 



(303) 828-0355



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa W Farley
PO Box 16254
San Francisco, CA 94116
 



(415) 922-4555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Verona Murray
P.O.Box 5038
Oroville, CA 95966-0038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dominic Perello
1591 Slack St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-1963



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Musgrave
3466 Christina Groves Ln.
Lakeland, FL 33813
 



863-647-3320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jen Fox
2382 Santa Barbara Dr.
Santa Fe, NM 87505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katy Emde
6033 Glen Cove
Houston, TX 77007
 



(713) 880-0872



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Kreitzer
18184 Verano Drive
San Diego, CA 92128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Langmacher
614 S. Carnegie St.
Carnegie, OK 73015
 



580-654-1015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chiggers Stokes
2674 Dowans Creek Road
Forks, WA 98331



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Mosher
1207 Sproul Avenue
Napa, CA 94559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori  Bledsoe
9030 W Sahara #126
Las Vegas, NV 89117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Stewart
p.o.box 309
Felton, CA 95018
 



8313368250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Richey
500 Dodds Avenue
Chattanooga, TN 37404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
linda b campbell
1257 gehrig ave
san jose, CA 95132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Ward
273 Countryhaven Rd.
Encinitas, CA 92024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Rautine
P. O. Box 52126
Pacific Grove, CA 93950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheila Kothari
20xx
Palo Alto, CA 94306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Lori  Hardy
4581 w Ivanhoe st
Chandler, AZ 8522)



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JoAnne Larsen
99 Goose Pond Rd
Lee, MA 01238



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Marc Masto
1233 Redtail Hawk Ct. #5
Boardman, OH 44512-8017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Billy Halgat
8104 Manassas Drive
Austin, TX 78745-6924



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Paul Ordway
Energy consultant
951 W 7th, #10
Eugene, OR 97402-4667



 
5412254747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Ikenaga
4905 Waa Street
Honolulu, HI 96821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Geoffrey Cook
P.O. Box 4233
Berkeley, CA 94704-0233
 



(510) 845-1990



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. jeffrey R sanders
1577 winnetka rd
glenview, IL 60025
 



(847) 657-6431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Duffy
326 South Maple Street
Kimberly, WI 54136
 



920 788-8918



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lana Hunter
502 S 1st Ave
Elizabeth, PA 15037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there.  I am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from  aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
 
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
It seems reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic
and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal, environmentally sound.
 
Eight thousand acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125
miles of perennial streams.  The toll on species would be staggering, and some species of
desert fish and springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would
occur, including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher,
Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Barkow
7844 Whelan Dr.
San Diego, CA 92119
 
(619) 697-4969



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James E. Miller
7065.S. 1935 E.
Salt Lake City, UT 84121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Courtney Moore
12674 Magna Carta Road
Oak Hill, VA 20171



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
allan newlands
5 buckeye
portola valley, CA 94028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Willow Murphy
3466 Cerrillos Road, G1
Santa Fe, NM 87507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ameer Sanghvi
P.O. Box 3106
Anaheim, CA 92806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mare Wahosi
840 E Retsil ave
Port Orchard, WA 98366
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susanna Marshland
49 Avon Rd.
Kensington, CA 94707-1301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Hemdricks
5218 Graveline Rd.
Bellingham, WA 98226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Gibson
2100 N Fremont Blvd
Flagstaff, AZ 86001
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Callie Riley
8054 Oak Avenue
Citrus Heights, CA 95610-2514
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harvey Levin
8566 Sierra Cir. #911-D
Huntington Beach, CA 92646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frederick Pianalto
1303 E. University Blvd. #20579
Tucson, AZ 85719
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mark podhorecki
31 rebecca lane
san francisco, CA 94124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolann Johnson
5076 Blanchard Pl
Riverside, CA 92504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Ellsworth
61 Rosehip Rd
Eastsound, WA 98245-8966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Burnett
P.O. Box 170
Crested Butte, CO 81224
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randall Webb
2328 NW Glisan St. #10
Portland, OR 97210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.  They can come up with better solutions!
 
Thank you for doing all you can to protect our scarce natural resources and wildlife.
 
Sincerely,
 
Felicia Madrigal
PO Box 4017



Beaverton, OR 97076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William E. Chamberlain, Jr.
P.O. Box 2756
Sparks, NV 89432



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Poncini
Alameda Ave
Half Moon Bay, CA 94019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ivan Moberly
109 Hammons dr
Richmond, KY 40475



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joel schott
3621 spring canyon trl
round rock, TX 78681



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
roberto roman
99-06 58th ave.
new york, NY 11368



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Miranda Everett
2725 Irwin ave
PO Box 616
Lake Isabella, CA 93240



 
7604171982



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
June Cancell
2883 Alma Street
Palo Alto, CA 94306-2318



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brittany Adams
369 Missouri
San Francisco, CA 94107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Bourret
107 Concord Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
KATHY GAINARD
839 KEEFER ROAD
GIRARD, OH 44420



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Cooper
4908 North Paulina
Chicago, IL 60640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Cooperstock
355 E 72nd St
New York, NY 10021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Fighera
23 Village Green Apt.B
Rhinebeck, NY 12572



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alison Frates
P.O. Box 17284
Salt Lake City, UT 84117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?Have you
not heard the scientific projections that the Las Vegas basin will be uninhabitable within 20
years due to global warming?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Harvey
4042 Panadera Dr.



Shingle Springs, CA 95682



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philene Lortz
6000 oakwood Drive
Lisle, IL 60532
 



630 201 3442



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shari Ranger
188 Glessner Av.
Mansfield, OH 44903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Samson
1612 Glorieta St. NE
Albuquerque, NM 87112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gyllian Davies
Box 224
Laurier, WA 99146
 



250-447-9332



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Tilli
75 Four Leaf Road
Levittown, PA 19056
 



215-499-4081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ed George
17603 Fernshaw Ave
Cleveland, OH 44111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Gary Hewitt
935 Querida Dr.
Colorado Springs, CO 80909



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Burger
9090 Danzig Street
Livonia, MI 48150



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip  Aument, Jr
715 B Ave
Coronado, CA 92118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chad Leming
910 Marigny
New Orleans, LA 70117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
G DiLabio
3124 Dakota Dr
Mt Vernon, WA 998274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
william toner
9 highland ave
mcgraw, NY 13101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Qasim Makkani
13011 LIMA DR
Houston, TX 77099



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LOIS KINNEY
216 130TH PLCE NE
BELLEVUE, WA 98005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lou  MacAfee
101 4th St
Dover, ID 83825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Brink
819 Russett Rd
Ann Arbor, MI 48103-4658



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you about the Southern Nevada Water Authority (SNWA) request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. I am appalled by the risk to the Great Basin and the plants and animals that live
there. We should not pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options. SNWA reports that it can increase
supply through conservation, and that the amount of water saved in this way exceeds the
amount that the pipeline could provide.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if s/he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While there is no definition of "environmentally sound" in the statute, it is reasonable to
deem that the water authority's request is NOT sound, given the catastrophic and
irreversible damage that would result from extracting groundwater, as documented in the
Bureau of Land Management "draft environmental impact statement" for the pipeline
proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
would be dried out, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals, supporting
invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of wetlands
would be destroyed, as would 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would become extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur,
including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia
spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications to extract water from the aquifer threaten the natural heritage of the
Great Basin in eastern Nevada and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right
applications based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause.
There are other, healthier, safer options available to the authority to meet reasonable
water demands.
 
Thank you for your attention.
 
Sincerely,
 



Anne Hafrey
20 Prescott
Cambridge, MA 02138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claudia Bertrand
300 South Street  N4
Vernon, CT 06066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ray Mlynczak
106 Hunt Dr.
Horsham, PA 19044
 



215-283-9090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lowell Young
5589 Meadow Ln.
Mariposa, CA 95338



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert L. Oldershaw
12 emily Lane
Amherst, MA 01002
 



(413) 549-1220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Saude
1050 Pleasant Valley Rd
Sweet Home, OR 97386
 



541-367-7059



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Adams
330 Sabrelily Lane
 columbus , NC 28722



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Glass
736 Hayes
Oak Park, IL 60302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Leger
805 E. Roybal Dr.
Las Vegas, NM 87701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tara Mulski
108 Red Mountain Ct.
Patagonia, AZ 85624



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Kossan
2707 S. Cambridge Dr.
Stillwater, OK 74074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Morrissey
400 West 1 st Street
Chico, CA 95929



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne almeida
118 Garden Street
North Narrabeen, AL 21011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Malinda Henkel
138 E. Smithfield Street
Mt. Pleasant, PA 1;5666



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Martin
2113 Maplewood Avenue
Richmond, VA 23220
 



804-591-6993



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liana Wong
1086 Vista Grande
Millbrae, CA 94030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Retired Teacher Patricia Amazalorso
Retired Teacher
12 Valerie Ln.
Cortlandt Manor, NY 10567



 
(914) 739-6387



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Misty Hook
1543 Timber Edge Drive
McKinney, TX 75070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dana Mantle
236 Barbara Drive
Los Gatos, CA 95032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Lee
713 2nd Street
Pacific Grove, CA 93950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robyn Holm
1348 Spaight St
Madison, WI 53703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Ron and Paulette Tatum
17435 SW Blanton
Aloha, OR 97007
 



503-848-9537



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Georgia Saratsiotis
1289 sage hen ct
San jose, CA 95118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rose Troyer
204 Berlin Way
Morrisville, NC 27560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Hunrichs
8360 Carlton Oaks Drive
Santee, CA 92071-2206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Jr.
140 Bleecker St. Apt. 1
Apt. 1
Gloversville, NY 12078-2389





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Billy Butler
3273 SW Avalon Way Unit A
Seattle, WA 98126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gladys Naugle-Hess
1006 Mixtown Road
Sabinsville, PA 16943



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Beisigl
702 Latisha Place
El Cajon, CA 92021-5602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Lois Shubert
1167 Baywood Ct.
Camarillo, CA 93010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen Kavanagh
48-25 43 street apt 2 J
Woodside, NY 11377-6834



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vicki Taggart
10 Mark Pl
Cortlandt Manor, NY 10567



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Bessette
14655 NE 30TH PL # 6B
BELLEVUE, WA 98007-3237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Lozar
7499 Sagebrush Rd
Santa Fe, NM 87507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susan Woltz
15925 Maplewild Ave. SW
Seattle, WA 98166
 



2064312908



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charleen Steeves
3130 Schweitzer Dr.
Topanga, CA 90290



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Nicole Irwin
2824 s Loomis st
Chicago, IL 60608
 



2243330128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Eaves
51 Shady Oak lane
Newnan, GA 30263



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely, Paul Sanchez
 
Paul Sanchez
89 Dean Road Apt. A
Sacramento, CA 95815-3738



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan M. Hardin
804 Konrad Court
Little Rock, AR 72223-9201
 



(501) 821-4073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation and smart growth management?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn, and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jared Laiti
81 Cognac Circle
Sacramento, CA 95835





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Pace
630 Wells Court Unit 302
Clearwater, FL 33756
 



727-667-1026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stanley Naftaly
521 N. La Cumbre Rd apt 52
Santa Barbara, CA 93110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Dan Perdios
775 N Plaza Amigo
Palm Springs, CA 92262



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Cooper
130 Deerfield Dr
Spring Lake, NC 28390-1541



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
william Cuppoletti
PO Box 216
Clearlake Park, CA 95424



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katrina Geswender
4003 E Woodrow Pl
Tulsa, OK 74115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Conard
8291 Crimson Sage Ct.
Sacramento, CA 95829
 



916-681-0682



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wade Keye
711 SE 11th Ave APT 304
Portland, OR 97214-2448



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christa Chappell
1643 Erin Way
Lafayette, CO 80026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Dickmann
3620 N elmwood ave
Davenport, IA 52806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Bennett
911 Jackson St.
nashville, TN 37208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chad Silver
13131 Moorpark St.  #204
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423
 



818.849.5886



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Raymond
7902 Holstein St. Apt. A
Apt. A
Takoma Park, MD 20912





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jon Bazinet
15972 Via Paro
San Lorenzo, CA 94580



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary combs
4696 NC 26A
Marion, NC 28752
 



8287564339



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joie winnick
13911 Riverside Drive
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dana heimback
1252 Banyan Dr
Fallbrook, CA 92028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jon Hager
11760 S. 1300 W.
Riverton, UT 84065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Whipple
726 Margaret
Kerrville, TX 78028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Leonard
2201 S Live Oak Pkwy
Wilmington, NC 28403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alejandra Alexay
Corrientes 401
Bariloche, AL 84002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Guenza
202 Poole St
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Retired Monique Keeling
Retired
501 Roselawn Avenue
Monroe, LA 71201



 
(318) 329-8060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karl Minehart
1004 7th Ave
Ford City, PA 16226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fiona Urquhart
165 E D St
Encinitas, CA 92024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Meyer
4393 Fieldcrest Dr
El Sobrante, CA 94803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Hill
5719 Harpers Farm Rd, Unit C
Columbia, MD 21044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances C Ibarley
585 County Road Z
Sinsinawa, WI 53824-9701
 



608-748-4411



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wesley Reutimann
1215 S. Euclid ave.
Pasadena, CA 91106
 



6265294615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John O'Neil
171 Continental Rd
Napanoch, NY 12458-2600



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary lopez
2006 mermaid ln
houstonrtr, TX 77062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Delgado
5647 N. Riverside Ave
Rialto, CA 92377



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Bowman
312 Windsor Ave
Hopatcong, NJ 07843



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Hartsough
5516 Callister Ave
Sacramento, CA 95819
 



916-451-8803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nathan Hecht
302 Treasure Ave
Bozeman, MT 59718



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathtyn Lanning
3417 S Heritage St
Visalia, CA 93277
 



5596259412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marsha Goodman-Wood
3151 Jocelyn St NW
Washington, DC 20015-1311



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chris de angelis
10730 1st ave nw
seattle, WA 98177



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Garcia
22323 Bridgestone Palm Court
Spring, TX 77388



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marion bernstein
110 west 96 st. #7d
new york, NY 10025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Rose Izikoff
63 Roger Rd
Goffstown, NH 03045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Albert Zook
2922 West 55th Avenue
Denver, CO 80221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Bruce
2 Hidley Road Extension
Wynantskill, NY 2198-7922
 



518-283-1058



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Vetter
580 MAPLE ST
Sterling, NE 68443



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carl Cartwright
13556 Trumball Street
Whittier, CA 90605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorna Farnum
3305 Druid Ln.
Rossmoor, CA 90720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nelson myers
2802 george st
harrisburg, PA 17109
 



7172348911



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Elinor Vega
11544 Arroyo Avenue
Hesperia, CA 92345-1942
 



760-956-9061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Cecile
3401 107th Street SE
Everett, WA 98208
 



(425) 327-6283



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
SERGIO  lion
CORSO VERCELLI 237
Torino - Italia, ot 10155



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Garry Spencer
4023 W. San Pedro st.
Tampa, FL 33629-6726



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Bachand
4154 Piedmont Ave
Oakland, CA 94611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennie Kelly
1957 Slaton Ct.
Columbus, OH 43235
 



614 556 6366



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Gyurko
1916 E. 4th St.
Tucson, AZ 85719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. gail sabbadini
12509 del sol rd
lakeside, CA 92040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. DAVID LAIRD
1130 WEST 9TH ST.
ALTON, IL 62002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Justine Van Ostran
126 Prophet Drive
West Lafayette, IN 47906



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am deeply concerned about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live
there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
Why would you pump so much water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it's only reasonable
to deem the water authority's request as NOT environmentally sound given the
catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater
extraction. Read the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact
statement" for the pipeline proposal!
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrub-land
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dry land grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheat grass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species will occur, including the
imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spilled frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Do the right thing and deny the authority's water-right applications
based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would have. In light of other
options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be
off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
Jean Lindgren
389 Guerrero Street
San Francisco, CA 94103





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Squires
546 N. Park Ridge Rd
Bloomington, IN 47408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. les roberts
1134 east lansing way
fresno, CA 93704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jonathan Carlson
2921 Fish Hatchery Rd #210
Madison, WI 53713
 



612-723-7639



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristina Thorpe
PO Box 3284
Redmond, WA 98073
 



8056988323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Love
5014 Lansing Dr
Austin, TX 78745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don O'Neal
411 N. Terry st.
Cuero, TX 77954



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances Griffiths
5203 Tomahawk Trail
Raleigh, NC 27610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Llew Taylor
121 East Lutton Street
New Castle, PA 16101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doug Nelson
111 Pine Way
Broomfield, CO 80020
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Perry
8637 E. Solano Dr.
Scottsdale, AZ 85250-6316



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Sinton
6206 COLGATE AVE
LOS ANGELES, CA 90036-3144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jade English
PO Box 954
Kihei, HI 96753



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table. We will not get a second chance to do the right thing for these animals and this
ecosystem.
 
Thank you for your time and your consideration of these facts.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Hobbs



850 Hunting Lodge Drive
Miami Springs, FL 33166-5750



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Enson
PO Box 503
Arroyo Seco, NM 87514



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Loretta Rogers
1024 Red Butte Avenue
Cody, WY 82414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
celeste w.
1218 west 11th ave
Covington, LA 70433



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Callie Jordan
207 W 7th St
The Dalles, OR 97058



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Yannutz
438 Kaumana Dr.
Hilo, HI 96720-1945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Scott Herman
89 Mossglen Circle
Sacramento, CA 95826



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Madolynn Cronk
7113 N. Wolcott Avenue
Chicago, IL 60626-2325
 



1 (773) 262-6571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
peggy andersen
733 n. p st.
livermore, CA 94551
 



9254478765



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Bennett
20 Kirkwood Rd
Port Washington, NY 11050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Robert Puca
535 dean street apt.#306
Brooklyn, NY 11217
 



201 2904455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Davids
1312 Moore Street
Daytona Beach, FL 32114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Wiegert
1740 Hwy 34
Fairfield, IA 52556
 



(641) 472-3778



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Selleseth
2350 Saint Anton Drive
Lodi, CA 95242



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chris coyle
155 Wooster Street Apt 3E
New York, NY 10012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Eldridge
33689 Witam Bluff Drive
Chiloquin, OR 97624



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JAMES BONNER
417 NW PARK WEST DR
PULLMAN, WA 99163
 



(509) 335-9744



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M Starr
PO Box 1881
Fremont, CA 94538
 



5106563222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carmen Rico
8 Mallory gardens
Toronto, ON M4V2A8



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bascom Guffin
730 Miller Drive
Davis, CA 95616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Wiebenson
1634 SE Hawthorne Blvd. Apt. 212
Portland, OR 97214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Toni Kimball
2450 North Park Boulevard
Santa Ana, CA 92706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Charles S Mitchell
126 Concert St
Keokuk, IA 52632



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Muriel Gravina
130 Fulton Street
Palo Alto, CA 94301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tony Jones
3310 HWY 127
Carbondale, IL 62903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Goldman
1908 Alford Ave
Los Altos, CA 94024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Trasoff
5160 Seaview Dr
Blaine, WA 98230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Fitzhugh
300 High Point Dr. PH-11
Hartsdale, NY 10530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Teiper
5251 Dixon Road
Oceanside, CA 92056-2319



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carol gerl
3444 se 35th ct
lincoln city, OR 97367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Pfannenbecker
17 Tacoma Street
Thurmont, MD 21788-1936
 



(240) 288-8224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Armenuhi Galstyan
new hampshire
los angeles, CA 90029-1704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Rose
2749 Lafayette St.
Denver, CO 80205
 



303-297-1664



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melody Koch
5206 Rockery Rd
Other-not listed, PA 17362
 



7178815043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Toby Cooper
2025 Nassau Dr.
Redwood City, CA 94061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalie M Miller
2397 Camino Pintores
Santa Fe, NM 87505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Soddy
9033 Hosler Rd
Leo, IN 46765



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joann Aurand5
333 S. Highland Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15206
 



41261371718



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sandy toland
2552 S. Macon Way
Aurora, CO 80014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hubert Mann
12012 S 68th Ct.
Palos Heights, IL 60463-1604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Acosta
1507 Alguno Rd
Austin, TX 78757
 



(512) 220-1312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Stewart
P.O. Box 185
Redway, CA 95560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Thomas
25 Tudor City Place
New York, NY 10017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Barbara Sue Scholl
727 East Fifth
Lancaster, OH 43130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Johnson
86 N Midland Ave
Nyack, NY 10960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Green
P O Box 723
Wheat Ridge, CO 80034
 



(303) 246-3841



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Emrick
1636 Niagara
Denver, CO 80220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danna  Dal Porto
16651 Road 3 NW
Quincy, WA 98848



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Deere
3206-A Regents Park Ln.
Greensboro, NC 27455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Deere
3206-A Regents Park Ln.
Greensboro, NC 27455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.  It is
absolutely your job to consider how this would impact ALL of the environment involved, not
just what directly affects people.  In this interconnected world, it is imperative that we
protect the natural environment as well as our own, or we will find ourselves in line for
extinction as well as the other species we have put in peril by short sided, and self serving
plans such as this one.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Gay and David Santerre
13118 288th Ave East
Buckley, WA 98321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosalie Sable
7315 SW Beaverton Hillsdale Hwy #107
Portland, OR 97225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah & James Gessaman
8822 N Sky Dancer Cir
Tucson, AZ 85742-8489



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Martin
121 S Waverly Rd. #F5
Holland, MI 49423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paige Newman
1021 N. Garfield St. 401
# 401
Arlington, VA 22201





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ena M Sroat
46-401 Haiku Rd
Kaneohe, HI 96744
 



8084281156



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Burnand
12664-72 Carmel Country Rd.
San Diego, CA 92130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Berger
7720 Northfield Rd.
Clarence Center, NY 14032
 



(716)741-9364



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clara Arevalo
6 Kleve Road
Johannesburg, ot 1401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Audrey Hollaar
1367 E 100 S
Salt Lake City, UT 84102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please know I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live
there.  I am outraged at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Proprietor Gail Camhi
4 Fallen Leaf Way
#5
Novato, CA 94949



 
415-668-7251



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl  Kohr
805 S. Juanita
Redondo Bch., CA 90277
 



(310) 783-2847



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deb Saeger
3417 John Muir Dr
Middleton, WI 53562



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eldon Wedlock
4525 Cove Circle, Apt. 308
St. Petersburg, FL 33708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr E L  Galgut
Geneva Rd
Cape Town, ot 7945
 



(272) 165-0332 ext.  ext.  e



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Diane K Heath
60932 Crested Butte Lane
Bend, OR 97702
 



(541) 388-6863



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Affonso
1919 Belmont Lane
Redondo Beach, CA 90278-4809



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Esta Maltz
8344 E. Dianna Dr.
Scottsdale, AZ 85257
 



480-949-5103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Beazlie
PO Box 1174
Forestville, CA 95436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
may pendergrass
6911 55th ave S
Seattle, WA 98118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Whiting
17 Chestnut Rd
Reading, MA 01867



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ali Mosa
17753 Noll Road
Poulsbo, WA 98370



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Todd Patton
4512 Bracada Dr
Durham, NC 27705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MR JOHN COLWILL JR.
RETIRED
3 DOVER CIRCLE
HUDSON, MA 01749



 
978-562-6172



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Khush Samra
Estrella WAy
Turlock, CA 98382



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah St Julien
4570 Kingspark Dr
San Jose, CA 95136-2323
 



408 497-7554



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
G. Austin Smith
4370 Faulkner Drive
Fremont, CA 94536-4926
 



(510) 791-8017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Linda
2376C Via Mariposa West
Laguna Woods, CA 92637



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Teevan
1136 Misty Creek Street
Chula Vista, CA 91913
 



(619) 934-8180



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. William Sturdevant
6472 US Highway 29 North
Blairs, VA 24527



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
TONI iamironwoman@gmail.com
4720 Store Ln
Stevensville, MT 59870-6137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
I am a Colorado resident, not a Nevada resident, but we are facing similar issues here and
we need to approach them soundly.  Remember that we are part of the natural chain and
to try to usurp power in that chain would be unwise for our futures.
 
Sincerely,
 



Nicholas Frazer
6167 Estes Court
Arvada, CO 80004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eddie Matchett
P. O. Box 97
Pinole, CA 94564-0097



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Tim Duda
340 Queen Anne Court
San Antonio, TX 78209-6625
 



210-822-4525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Anderson
825 North 800 East
Hurricane, UT 84737



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Metzger
756 Village Road
Springfield, OH 45504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We are writing to you because we are outraged and appalled at the Southern Nevada
Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. There is no reason to destroy the water supply to
almost 200,000 acres of Great Basin habitat and wetlands and streams in order to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
The toll on the land and its inhabitants would be staggering, and some species of desert
fish and springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur,
including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia
spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
PLEASE deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to
the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.  We
have got to start living within our means, especially with the impacts of climate change to
consider.
 
Thank you.  We are counting on you.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg and Laurie Schwaller
43857 South Fork Dr.
Three Rivers, CA 93271



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Mayo
143 Shotwell Park
Syracuse, NY 13206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Godwin
PO Box 23426
Jacksonville, FL 32241



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terri Benish
23830 14th Ave S
Des Moines, WA 98198



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Art Hanson
1815 Briarwood Dr.
Lansing, MI 48917-1773
 



517-323-1635



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Rice
2319 S. 67th St.
Fort Smith, AR 72903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexis Pagoulatos
30 Carriage Place
Edison, NJ 08820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen and Paul Larson
6348 Eisenhower Ct.
Chino, CA 91710/3706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Pruitt
147 N. Ridgeland
Oak Park, IL 60302
 



(708) 848-9806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Biggers
210 Old Greensboro Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Patricia Orlinski
10511 W. Kingswood Circle
Sun City, AZ 85351-2246
 



623 876-1525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for your consideration and for accepting these comments.
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Vallone Rigby



10 Ivy Lane
Ashland, MA 01721
 
508-881-3515



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Barcklay
834 W 232nd St
TORRANCE, CA 90502
 



(310) 522-5073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Laurie Willets
6619 N. Campbell
Chicago, IL 60645



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and
are appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you.
 
Peace!
 
Gene and Dori Peters
204 W. Havens,  # 150



Mitchell, SD 57301-3906



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alison Barr
1515 West 8th Street
Silver City, NM 88061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DIANE  BATEMAN
624 MATHEW ST
POCATELLO, ID 83202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Genaze
3901 Clausen Ave
Western Springs, IL 60558



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Dlugosz
409 Compass Ave
Beachwood, NJ 08722



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Voorhies
6212 Olohena
Kapaa, HI 96746
 



1 808 821 0353



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eda Gordon
PO Box 1682
Santa Fe, NM 87504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Bauer
2578 Irving Ave
Astoria, OR 97103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
THIS SAYS IT BEST SO I WILL LEAVE IT AS IS:
 
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne  Jackson



PO Box 516
Morgantown, PA 19543



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Carone
17709ne 24th St
Vancouver, WA 98684
 



3608854745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Horner
3070 Nicoletta Ln
Stockton, CA 94595



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Hibshman
609 Celestial Lane
Foster City, CA 94404
 



6505735933



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Handelsman
2643 Central Park
Evanston, IL 60201
 



(847) 491-1950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Steve Eklund
51 Nacional St.
Salinas, CA 93901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shirley Lee
2033 W Porter Ave
Fullerton, CA 92833



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. nancy durante
1818 w oakleaf dr
mchenry, IL 60051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russell Grindle
613 Whitehall Circle
Fairfield, CA 94533
 



707-330-8016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Olivier Resca
PO BOX 63
Lenox Dale, MA 01242



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cecile leneman
2550 dana 5-B
berkeley, CA 94704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Campbell
15035 S 28th St
Phoenix, AZ 85048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
penny chambers
13210 garfield pl
thornton, CO 80241



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lawrence Galante
365 W. 28 Street  #9J
New York, NY 10001-7909



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liz Larimer
732 Buffalo Circle
Carol Stream, IL 60188
 



(630) 876-2482



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keith Milligan
Post Office Box 1124
Veradale, WA 99037
 



208-818-1803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Basile Vallas
PO Box 23596
Santa Fe, NM 87502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynette Belew
2724 W. Palomino Dr.
Chandler, AZ 85224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carla Cogswell
2220 San Bernardo Ave.
Hemet, CA 92545
 



9519271687



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Middleton
137 Diamond Ave.
Pine Hill, NJ 08021
 



856 7845609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanette Hoelzl
Lauterstr. 8
Wendlingen, ot 73240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fred Caploe
907 Shevlin Drive
El Cerrito, CA 94530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betsy A Leonard
71 River View Place
Parachute, CO 81635
 



970-285-9874



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms MaElena De la Fuente
Employee
PO BOX 982107 MSP 12-187
PO Box 982107



EL Paso, TX 79998



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Ryan
4377 Badger Rd
Stevensville, MT 59870



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurence Burdick
1124 A St
Arcata, CA 95521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elena Ennouri
985 University Dr
menlo park, CA 94025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anja Nothdurft
111 Wellcome Dr.
Greenville, NC 27858
 



2523788715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Fosburgh
1415 E Republican St #203
Seattle, WA 98112
 



2069223696



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Stanger
928 Sapphire St #B
San Diego, CA 92109
 



(858) 488-4039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Hiedi Tan
722 Andover Blvd
Knoxville, TN 37934
 



8659664854



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals
that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would anyone  pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Bernstein
1521 Pepper Dr.
Tallahassee, FL 32304
 



850-574-0502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chantal Lamy
9 Chelsea Village, 1st Street, Northwold
P O Box 3715. Randburg, 2125, SA
Gauteng, ot 21888





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Marigold Love
15520 S Langley Ave
Sahuarita, AZ 85629
 



520-762-9858



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Ulrich
309 2nd street
Mosinee, WI 54455-1418



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Giantomasi
73-1304 awakea st.
Kailua Kona, HI 96740



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
benedetto salamone
308 forest street
Waltham, MA 02452



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Robert C Lappo
10237 Fernglen Ave., Apt. #203
Tujunga, CA 91042
 



(818) 353-2956



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
SARI LISA DAVISON
3121 e madison st
seattle, WA 98112
 



206 322 5498



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachael Martin
PO BOX 1548
Kailua , HI 96734



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Hettrick
195 Mill Rd
Yaphank, NY 11980



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elisa DeBoer
1008 Dauphine Lane
Ballwin, MO 63011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
denine v heinemann
5531 n commercial ave
Portland, OR 97217
 



501-691-2286



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? We, as
intelligent human beings, must leave enough of this Earth for other beings to survive as
well!
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samantha Garlejo
9944 Shoup Ave.



Chatsworth, CA 91311



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n/a Noah Schlager
116 Barn Road
Tiburon, CA 94920



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryo Murraygreen
954 Arroyo Chico
Boulder , CO 80302
 



(303) 449-4031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Everett
3525 Delaney Dr
Fort Worth, TX 76244



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ann Hess
1002 South 1000 East
Salt Lake City, UT 84105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Still Jr.
2078 Meyer St.
Greenwood, IN 46143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Floyd Back
2954 Lower Gabriels Creek Road
Mars Hill, NC 28754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice McGough
16 Nohono Rd
Mashpee, MA 02649
 



5085392586



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn Barnett
2700 Prince Street
Northbroook, IL 60062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Tucker
1312 Essex Drive
Wellington, FL 33414-5610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Board Certified  Ingrid Carmean
115 East Weldon
Fresno, CA 93704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Galen Barr
HC63 BOX23
Saratoga, WY 82331



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arthur Kennedy
6768 Sueno Road
Isla Vista , CA 93117-4904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Conover
217 Walnut St
Montclair, NJ 07042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chantal Lamy
9 Chelsea Village, 1st Street, Northwold
P O Box 3715. Randburg, 2125, SA
Gauteng, ot 21888





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CATHERINE DASH
1215 EAST DUBAIL
SOUTH BEND, IN 46613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Smusz
151 Camden Avenue
Providence, RI 02908



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Johnson
80 Pinewood Drive
Auburn, ME 04210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
SHARON KOE
2543 Wood St.
River Grove, IL 60171



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Keck
21322 Erben
St Clair Shores, MI 48081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Foster
1637 S Los Alamos Circle
Mesa, AZ 85204
 



480-644-3253



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kimberly McConkey
2610 E 42nd ave #1
Anchorage, AK 99508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ella voloshenenko
6033 n. sheridan
chicago, IL 60660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Forrest Rode
1616 Summit Ave N502
Seattle, WA 98122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Gordon Parker III
2609 Acequia Dr SW
Albuquerque, NM 87105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vanessa Schnoor
Po Box 3010
Paarl, MN 7680



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. jerryj arnolts
retired
9 hilltop ct.
lexington, IL 61753-9614





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Albert Alimpich
1128 Dutmer Terrace
Lake Orion, MI 48362
 



248 693-7323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sallie Teutsch
1961 26th ave e
seattle, WA 98112-3015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Todd Cisna
11144 E. Camelot Ave
Effingham, IL 62401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roseann Foley
161 S. Amulet Ave.
Mesa, AZ 85208
 



6307287198



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan Lilly
401 East 22nd Avenue
Altoona, PA 16601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Finkelstein
PO Box 19312
Seattle, WA 98119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, this proposed
project is clearly not, given the catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would occur as a
result of this groundwater extraction, as documented in the Bureau of Land Management's
"draft environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Hoffman
200 Montecito # 402
Oakland, CA 94610
 
(415) 285-7735



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Mo
1305 1/2 E Broadway
Glendale, CA 91205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendell Wood
PO Box 1925
Brookings, OR 97415



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sierra Jickling
Daniel Webster
Reno, NV 89509



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Josh Richard
8 Weldon Ave
St. Thomas, ON N5P1J6
 



519-631-2523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MICHAEL TOOBERT
212 MALLARD DR
GRASS VALLEY, CA 95945-5745
 



530-273-5054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ebun Adelona
PO Box 156
Hot Springs, SD 57747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Ryan
3251 Parkview Ave
Pittsburgh, PA 15213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sam Hay
108 Wildwood Dr
Morganton, NC 28655



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
BILLIE Watkins
300 W 8th St Unit 236
Vancouver, WA 98660
 



360-699-1301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Carrie Phyliky Rimes
111 N. Summit Dr.
Cabot, AR 72023-9187



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Rau
2001 Range Ave.
Santa Rosa, CA 95401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Tabler
1850 W. 35th St.
Steger, IL 60475-1492



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Yuschak
4107 Winona Ct.
Denver, CO 80212
 



8011124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Koenig
909 Mapleton Ave.
Boulder, CO 80304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Edith Ogella
4868 Rhoads Avenue
Santa Barbara, CA 93111
 



(805) 964-7457



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessi Kiroyan
17 Cornell St.
Camberwell, ot 3124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Lynch
38 Vincent Avenue
Belmont, MA 02478



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dimmie Campbell
491 Hobart Street
Southington, CT 06489-3354



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mara Segal
1068 10th St
arcata, CA 95521-6117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Buffington
2257 80th Ave SE
Mercer Island, WA 98040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Lombard
514 Baines Ave
Sonoma, CA 95476



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Litman
3941 N. Kimball, bsmt
Chicago, IL 60618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dona Upson
530 Montclaire Dr. SE
Albuquerque, NM 87108
 



(505) 265-5309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Blaine Blackthorne
193 Brickyard Rd.
Galax, VA 24333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nando A.
1625 kent des moines rd
des moines, WA 98198



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Midori Furutate
282 Cabrini Blvd #4M
New York, NY 10040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexander Harner
2807 24th Ave, 1R
Astoria, NY 11102
 



7182040877



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. William Barrett
825 Gilpin Dr
Boulder, CO 80303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beatrice Hewitt
5761 26th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlotte Stahl
1167 NW Wallula Ave
Gresham, OR 97030
 



503-66-1722



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Grace Van Artsdalen
429 Renfrew Avenue
Ambler, PA 19002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Neary
940 Groveland Ave.
Venice, FL 34285



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Desmarais
70 W. Garnet Ave
Granby, CO 80446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Davidair  C.
2500 Fair Oaks Blvd, apt. 1
Sacramento, CA 95825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Barker
417 Woodland Ave.
San Rafael, CA 94901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Parvez Zuberi
122/2 32nd street DHA 6
Karachi, ot 74000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancee Noel
10530 W Bolivar Dr.
Sun City, AZ 85351



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Siri Kar Kaur Khalsa
11 Walnut Circle
Espanola, NM 87532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine R Baker
6490 Santa Ynez Avenue
Atascadero, CA 93422
 



(805) 466-5931



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Gazzola
236-B Edgewater Park
Bronx, NY 10465
 



718-409-4132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Bentley
1800 D Street
Bellingham, WA 98225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mair McNamara
421 W Oakwood
Barrington, IL 60010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rick Ohren
2719 San Mateo Street
Richmond, CA 94804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelsey Baker
9 Driftwood Ave
Novato, CA 94945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanne Kozlak
2555 McDowell Court
Arcata, CA 95521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Gwaltney
21163 NW Galice Ln, 302
Portland, OR 97229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Hamon
PO Box 298
Harrisville, NH 03450



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lani Hink
PO Box 649
Vineburg, CA 95487



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Bassett
5961 East Camden Road
Flagstaff, AZ 86004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
peter reimer
highland blvd
hayward, CA 94542



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ya Hui Shih
12352 Estates Way
Draper, UT 84020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cigy Cyriac
11491 Brambleberry Ln
Draper, UT 84020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rittling michel
rue judaique
bordeaux, ot 33000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mercedes Benet
2440 la costa ave.
Carlsbad, CA 92009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Lee
1800 Smoke Tree Ln #45
Palm Springs, CA 92264



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacqueline Newman
604 Rhonda Avenue
Greenville, KY 42345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Benier Mary ellen
box 2320
Truckee, CA 96160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. linda petrulias
23 silvia drive
cazadero, CA 95421
 



(707) 632-5532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William  Fike, RN
P. O. box 210425
Chula Vista, CA 91921-0425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
coralyn walker
hwy 19 n
dahlonega, GA 30533



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stan Woldtvedt
1230 E Hawthorne
Colville, , WA 99114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Takhar
165 Rim View Rd
Ranchos de Taos, NM 87557



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Watson
8190 Grape Ave
Forestville, CA 95436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Dardarian
8033 Sunset Blvd., #421
Los Angeles, CA 90046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kerry kriger
303 potrero st #51
santa cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jennifer bradley
1819 12th st
santa monica, CA 90404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jennifer bradley
1819 12th st
santa monica, CA 90404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. George Smith
3402 East 5th Place
Tulsa, OK 74112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. George Smith
3402 East 5th Place
Tulsa, OK 74112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jana strangj
80 east 1200 north
shelley, ID 83274-0411



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yvette Maranowski
5040 N. Fessenden St.
Portland, OR 97203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hedda Matheson
 
Hedda Matheson
P.O. Box 644



Valentine, NE 69201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheri Archey
1111 SE 3rd Ave Unit 41
Canby, OR 97013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracey Ahring
512 Tracewood Drive
Dennard, AR 72629



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john hill
107- 1045 Haro St
Vancouver, BC V6E 3Z8



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Duncan
1312 Essex Drive
Wellington, FL 33414-5610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Nelson
105 Drexel Ave.
Lansdowne, PA 19050-1304
 



(610) 626-2577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Heath Elliott
2749 Stoner Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Becker
14257 Roblar Place
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-4017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa La Rosa
6 Kristine Lane
Haverhill, MA 01832



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Gherardi
435 Alberto Way Unit 16
Los Gatos, CA 95032-5425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Alexander Wilson
Nursing Assistant
1412 Verbena St.
Denver, CO 80220-3429



 
303-322-0085



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carl Austin
B
GDN VLY, CA 95633



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jean Naples
9 Benson Street
West Haverstraw, NY 10993-1302
 



(845) 429-3128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LINDA SHAFFER
1926 W. VIA RANCHO PARKWAY
ESCONDIDO, CA 92029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darlin McDaniel
55 Woodstock Road
Fayetteville, PA 17222-1414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carrie Thomas
6642 Trotter Dr
Huntington Beach, CA 92648
 



(760) 934-7868



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Corrie Punter
101 crescent
Burlingame, CA 94010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry S Wenberg
1305 Ala Moana Blvd
Honolulu, HI 96814
 



(808) 947-2148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelsey Long
1234 E.larkspur ln
Tempe, AZ 85218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Petersen
4302 Foxglove Rd
Toledo, OH 43623-4125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristin Sykes-David
12 Cedar Lane
Cathlamet, WA 98612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Henry Schlinger
708 Country Club Dr.
Burbank, CA 91501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Craig
4743 Merida Ave.
Fort Worth, TX 76115-3008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ru'Kaiel Johnson
120 Brooks Ln
Lacy, TX 76705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Kolodziej
1740 W Augusta Blvd
Chicago, IL 60622



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maya Oosterhoff
Witkop
Lephalale, AR 85001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nikole Abate
1001 Buckingham Circle
Franklin, TN 37064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Walker
pob 406
Brightwood, OR 97011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Moss
2736 Caminito San Pablo
Del Mar, CA 92014-3823
 



858 755 5463



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Duffy
441 Main St.
W. Townsend, MA 01474
 



9785970552



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shawn Wykle
3423 Bruceton Ave.
Columbus, OH 43232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Dlugosz
409 Compass Ave
Beachwood, NJ 08722



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lois Paretti
4500 S. Maryland Pkwy
Las Vegas, NV 89154



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mona Sobieski
540 Dogwood Drive
Jackson, WY 83002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine ccclevenger
549 aquatic drive
Atlantic beach, FL 32233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jason Fish
13883 Beech Street
Victorville, CA 92392



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Aitchison
4200 SW 107th Ave, #3601
#3601
Beaverton, OR 97005





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Asbrand
903 Simpson Ave.
Salt Lake City, UT 84106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Cook
129 Sequoia Circle
Santa Rosa, CA 95401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Treece
1212 8th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94122-2406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Rycheck
427 S. Oak
Garnett, KS 66032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Smotherman
6694 Eudailey Covington Rd
College Grove, TN 37046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Fraser
720 Ashland Ave.
Santa Monica, CA 90405-4512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Mele
946 Oak St.
Silverton, OR 97381



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Ramey
1140 5th Ave S #102
Edmonds, WA 98020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Reisman
8705 Country Pines Ave.
Las Vegas, NV 89129-7637



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Hale
7734 E. Carter Road
Westmoreland, NY 13490
 



315-853-8640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Rowe
395 27th St
Boulder, CO 80305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carlos Cordova
1675 Rodear Rd
San Diego, CA 92154-4145



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristin Penn
7343 Bailey Rd.
Clinton, WA 98236



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nina Council
2970 Diane St
Ashland, OR 97520
 



541 488-1256



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hector Lopez
208 Jelliff Mill Road
New Canaan, CT 06840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Pascavage
140 fifth ave
chardon, OH 44024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Mitchell
3747 Forest Hills Dr.
Salt Lake City, UT 84106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Fraser
150 Bridleglen Manor S.W.
Calgary, AB T2Y 4B4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol R Ampel
1014 Black oak Drive
Medford, OR 97504`
 



(541) 779-3859



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lyn Miller
7265 W. Center Ave.  #419
Lakewood, CO 80226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Cassidy
930 Rosedale Avenue spc 46
Capitola, CA 95010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nikayla Spain
4819 N Warren Avenue
Fresno, CA 93705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Weathers
6921 E Jamieson rd
Spokane, WA 99223
 



(509) 448-6462



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dana Smithberger
5573 Foster ave.
Worthington, OH 43085



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Collette Stein
332 Trace Dr # 22
Lancaster, OH 43130
 



74-000-0110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Ratana
Avenue
Loma Linda, CA 92354



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Mitruk
283 Main West
Port Colborne, ON L3K 3V7



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Mitruk
283 Main West
Port Colborne, ON L3K 3V7



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arlene Stevens
8451 M0NTPELIER WAY
Sacramento, CA 95823



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Diane Steitz
76 N. Parkside Ave.
Glen Ellyn, IL 60137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Devon Paoli
47 Bret Harte Lane
San Rafael, CA 94901
 



415 785 8406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Kaylen
14778 Sivertson road
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Kaylen
14778 Sivertson road
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rudy zeller
1343 peralta ave.
berkekey, CA 94702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. roberto carteno
31077 calle san diego
san juan capistrano, CA 92675



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Miller
P.O. Box 156436
San Francisco, CA 94115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Meg Storck
204 Lancelot Dr.
Greenville, NC 27858



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Beckham
3640 Vienna Dr.
Aptos, CA 95003
 



831.688.2580



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Svatek
P.O. Box 2002
Biddeford, ME 04005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. cathy houde
1205 vizcaya lakes rd
ocoee, FL 34761
 



(321) 287-5237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. fred rinne
642 cayuga ave
san francisco, CA 94112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Lopez
56 W. 59th St., Apt. E
Westmont, IL 60559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. jan zanoni
1216 elm street
glenview, ID 60025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
martin joye
pobox5847
vacaville, CA 95696



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michael  levitt
512 duke
ft collins, CO 80525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Hendrick
PO Box 1151
Madisonville, LA 70447



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorit Grunberger
40 baltimore way
san francisco, CA 94112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ned Egen
PO Box 40264
Tucson, AZ 85717
 



(520) 325-0009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L Scherbak
565 Urbana Rd
Venice, FL 34293



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caroline Darst
15 Seven Pines Avenue, #1
Somerville, MA 02144-2423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sally Robertson
1600 Grand Ave., #20
San Leandro, CA 94577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lawrence Wright
3736 Shore Dr.
Richmond, VA 23225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Penelope Fink
11645 Alder Hill Rd
Truckee, CA 96161-2835



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Case
Pope Ellis
pmb, ot 11111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Engineer Jared Goor
Engineer
1134 Merrimac Dr
Sunnyvale, CA 94087



 
(858) 220-3876



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. linda satter
198 bonnet st
manchester ctr, VT 05255 8900



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Britt Morrissey
6426 W. 83rd St.
Los Angeles, CA 90045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Jester
4434 Image Lane
Dallas, TX 75211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Calinikos
24 Doreen Street
Colbyn, ot 0083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hon Soulo
352 W14 Street
Vancouver, BC V7L2N7



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tania Monreal
Napoles
Barcelona, ot 08013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Val Chaussepied
Personal
Cincinnati, OH 45245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ingrid Becker
P O Box 923, Kloof
Kloof
Durban, ot 36400





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irene Merrill
545 Powell St.
Salinas, CA 93907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Billings
5 Laurel Dr.
Wallingford, CT 06492



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kari Lorraine Scott
4403 33rd St
San Diego, CA 92116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. David M Luboff
436 E Palm Ave
Burbank, CA 91501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kris Head
10411 Garden Grove Blvd. #46
Garden Grove, CA 92843



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Barhoum
724 21st street #4
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurence Skirvin
1507  syble  drive
Villa Rica, GA 30180-4634
 



770-459-0441



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mariana Heymans
2 Saxenburgh Crescent
STRAND CAPE PROVINCE, ot 12345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
beatrice wassermann
luetkeheide 39
werne, FL 59368



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Mari-Dale
230 Cornelia Rd
Toongabbie, ot 2146



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Nihipali
54-074 A Kam Hwy
Hauula, HI 96717
 



(808) 293-1522



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bonnie   jay
511 Hill St. #310
Santa Monica, CA 90405
 



(310) 392-9202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriella Garofalo
Corso Porta Po 49
Ferrara, ot 44100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Loree
2159 Acton St.
Berkeley, CA 94702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ingrid gordon
914 17th
san diego, CA 92101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Gonzales
8209 Endeavor Cir
Austin, TX 78726



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susanna Gordon
1496 Trestle Glen Rd
Oakland, CA 94610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abbey Jankowski
3112 Cape Hill Court
Hampstead, MD 21074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kit Lofroos
101A Post
Petaluma, CA 94952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurel Franklin
12220 Spring Trail
Sylmar, CA 91342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Marianne Flanagan
1714 forest ave.
des plaines, IL 60018-1642
 



847-296-9234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Colton
755 Luton Drive
Glendale, CA 91206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Taylor
75 South 17th Street
San Jose, CA 95112
 



4088859277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and I am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to
the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Julie Spickler
1259 El Camino Real
Menlo Park, CA 94025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maxine Malenda
122 Riverview Avenue
Annapolis, MD 21401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Collins
305 Hoggatt
Sanford, TX 79078
 



806-865-3669



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a frequent visitor to Nevada, I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great
Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern
Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually
from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to
southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting
the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kermit Cuff
338 Mariposa Avenue #2
Mountain View, CA 94041-1160





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
daniela laudati
s.croce
Venezia, ot 30135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Audrey Franklin
14360 Meadowlark Lane
Brighton, CO 80601-6851



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Mello II
569 Bark Street
Swansea, MA 02777-4800



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joshua pelleg
5 Marganit Str.
Omer, ot 84965



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carol   reom
300 olive ave.
peidmont, CA 94611
 



510 6541998



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
 Kim Larsen
milkandpepsi85@aol.com
Rockledge, FL 32955



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sundra R Allen
259 Wayne Ct
Salt Lake City, UT 84101-1822



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Francisco Dominguez
2700 Richmond Ave.
El Paso, TX 79930-3312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patti Kennedy
5902 N.W. 70 Ave
Tamarac, FL 33321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jim & Cindy Lamon
2321 Barley Dr
vista, CA 92081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danielle Posar
1250 honey trail
Walnut creek, CA 94597
 



9492755053



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ellen Hasbrouck
1301-B San Domar Dr
Mountain View, CA 94043
 



(650) 969-6243



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gordon and Mary E Moore
895 NE Ochoco Avenue
Prineville, OR 97754
 



541-447-3474



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jono Judelman
54 hanging moss gardens
gold circle, FL 32821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
 I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Clyde Alan Locklear
6222 SW 36th Ave
Portland, OR 97221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Brumleve
2416 Wilmar Drive
Manhattan, KS 66502
 



785-776-8497



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roland Saher
2355 Brommer St # 27
Santa Cruz, CA 95062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tony Van Tilborgh
rerumnovarumlaan
Westmalle, ot 02390



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tuulia Rasi
Gyldenintie
Helsinki, ot 358



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhodila Allred
200 N.E. Riverhill Ln
Belfair, WA 98528



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Liss
3530 Monogram Av
Long Beach, CA 90808



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Robert Godes
2509 Prince St.
Berkeley, CA 94705
 



(510) 821-1432



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
candace l
103 twisted oak pl
Durham, NC 27705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Elizabeth Seltzer
2901 Burden Rd
Parkside, PA 19015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ginger Ziemak
Felicity Place
North Port, FL 34289



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bianca Molgora
3976 Folsom St.
San Francisco, CA 94110-6138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
pedro zapata
6781 NE rosebay dr
hillsboro, OR 97124
 



404-234-4913



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Madarasz
2662 N. Alvernon Way D-205
Tucson, AZ 85712
 



520.471.3138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about Nevada, including the Great Basin and all
the plants and animals that live there. I first became a husband, a homeowner, a college
graduate, and a father in Nevada. My wife and I lived on Spring Leaf Drive, we received
bachelor's degrees from UNLV, and our first child was born at Rose de Lima. Even as a
resident of the Vegas valley, though, I was concerned about the area's insatiable thirst.
 
I must say that I am APPALLED at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to
pump and EXPORT 57 BILLION GALLONS of water ANNUALLY from aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would you allow it to pump water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management, and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires YOU, as
state engineer, to DENY an application for an interbasin transfer of water if you find that
the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being drained.
 
While any definition of that term is absent in the statute, it seems only reasonable to deem
the water authority's request as "environmentally sound," given the DATASTROPHIC AND
IRREVERSIBLE EFFECTS of this groundwater extraction, as documented in the Bureau
of Land Management's Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitat would be dried, DESTROYED, and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting INVASIVE SPECIES like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard; 8,000 acres of
wetlands would be DESTROYED along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial
streams.
 
The toll on species would also be STAGGERING, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go EXTINCT. WIDESPREAD HARM to other species would occur,
including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia
spotted frog, pronghorn, and elk.
 
These applications THREATEN THE NATURAL HERITAGE of the Great Basin in eastern
Nevada and western Utah. Please DENY the authority's water-right applications, based on
the SEVERE AND ENVIRONMENTALLY UNSOUND IMPACT they would have. In light of
other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, these
proposals should be OFF THE TABLE.
 
Sincerely,



 
David Brown
2445 SW 87th Avenue
Portland, OR 97225-4005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
meri chokrevski
14830 11th avenue
whitestone, NY 11357



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
I hate to say it, but it is about time that Americans learn to conserve water. Places like Las
Vegas especially! Don't forget to read your history when it comes to aquifer water
transfers. Once drawn down too low, they can collapse and will never be able to refill (i.e.
San Joaquin valley). Think about the long term future of your beautiful area.
 
Sincerely,



 
Mary Muchowski
623 W. 6th Ave. #6
Chico, CA 95926



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mitchell Gordon
Crystal
#2
Chicago, IL 60622





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Hansen
1955 Ulster ST 406
Denver, CO 80220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amie King
8059 E. Vassar  Dr.
Denver, CO 80231-7621



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
hydrologist Amber Huntoon-Colvin
11618 W Tonto St
Avondale, AZ 85323
 



6234781493



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip A Moyer
49 Morning Sun Ave.
Mill Valley, CA 94941
 



(415) 383-5874



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rod MacDermott
302 Sage Street
Gridley, CA 95948
 



530-946-2892



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip A Moyer
49 Morning Sun Ave.
Mill Valley, CA 94941
 



(415) 383-5874



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Weinstock
136 Hicks St.
Brooklyn, NY 11201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ewa Piasecka
7325, rue Toulon
Brossard, QC J4W 2X2



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terri Fulton
2968 Croftdon Street
Costa Mesa, CA 92626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip A Moyer
49 Morning Sun Ave.
Mill Valley, CA 94941
 



(415) 383-5874



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip A Moyer
49 Morning Sun Ave.
Mill Valley, CA 94941
 



(415) 383-5874



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Todd Jaeger
N372 Lincoln Road
Ixonia, WI 53036-9508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip A Moyer
49 Morning Sun Ave.
Mill Valley, CA 94941
 



(415) 383-5874



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ashlee Davis
5225 Blakeslee Avenue, Apt. 429
North Hollywood, CA 91601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary-Margaret O'Connell
2841 Friendly Grove Road NE
Olympia, WA 98506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heidi Evans
220 E 2700 S
Salt Lake City, UT 84115
 



801-463-1124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gianna Siddens
2501 Lema Road SE
Rio Rancho, NM 87124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Gertig
310 Kouba Dr
Bellevue, NE 68005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Fromholz
6126 Wexford RD
Indianapolis, IN 46220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Gronholt
4603 cypress drive
Anacortes, WA 98221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vaughn Currier
1537 Cameron Crescent Dr.,Apt.22b
Reston, VA 20190-3618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Pickens
700 Woodland Ave
Winchester, VA 22601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Delaney
285 N. Ventura ave unit 11
Ventura, CA 93001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claudia Lopez
393 S.5th Street, Apt. 1
Brooklyn, NY 11211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LINDA CAIN
1991 WILLEYS LAKE ROAD
CUSTER, WA 98240
 



360-380-1237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
t c
green glen
Mill Valley, CA 94941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Sawin
242 Weathermark Ct
Vallejo, CA 94591



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Jubb
Egerton Drive
London, ot SE10 8JR



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
harold meyer jr
13  juniper meadow road
washington depot, CT 06794-1213
 



860-868-0333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lian Amber
1810 Alta Vista Ave
Austin, TX 78704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Byron Davis
2035 Cresthill Dr.
Salt Lake City, UT 84117
 



8015855604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicholas Frederick
13828 Alexander Rd
Abbeville, LA 70510
 



(337) 517-1842



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jen Hayes
9828 Hudson Ave.
Saint Louis, MO 63119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Irby
735 SW Saint Clair Ave Apt 701
Portland, OR 97205
 



5593127220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tish Duvall
13028 New Parkland Dr
Oak Hill, VA 20171



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Vandenberg
W1961 Country Road S
Freedom, WI 54130-7501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erik Hauge
323 South Hoover Avenue
Louisville, CO 80027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Seth Ehrenreich
26 Sunset Street
Buffalo, NY 14207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Seth Ehrenreich
26 Sunset Street
Buffalo, NY 14207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mia wyatt
7762 Chatfield Lane
Ellicott City, MD 21043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan Taylor
724 Oceanview Dr
Fullerton, CA 92832



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Reinhold Huber
8180 Manitoba Street #310
Playa del Rey, CA 90293
 



310-367-5095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristen Alspaugh
1905 S. Milledge Ave, Apt 26
Athens, GA 30605
 



7046410707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Reinhart
2626 29th St
San Diego, CA 92104-4907
 



6192833139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tanya Bergstrom
PO Box 2595
Loveland, CO 80539



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teri Wilson
71496 San Gorgonio Rd.
Rancho Mirage, CA 92270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Haynes
8093 Windmill Ln.
Salida, CO 81201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roxanne Braithwaite
10802 Deshire Place
#2
Cullver City, CA 90230





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Reff
210  w 101st
New Y ork, NY 10025
 



212-662-0547



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ethan Eisenberg
1815 Canyon Blvd
Boulder, CO 80302
 



6175388715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gavin Platt
572 Capell Street
Oakland, CA 94610-3808



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Weinrich
P.O. Box 724
Damariscotta, ME 04543



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Bickel
4000 S Royal Links Circle
Antioch, CA 94509



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Moya
137 Spring Hill Rd.
Storrs, CT 062686226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Antoinette Samardzic
3130 Ivy St.
Los Angeles, CA 90034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Geoff Blanco
97 Tower Road
Valparaiso, IN 46385



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
frederick sall
1510 west 25th street
miami beach, FL 33140-4203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Connolly
1286 Glenn Haven Dr
Chico, CA 95926



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Gale
229 Lyons Street
Fort Collins, CO 80521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Watson
4145 2nd Avenue NW
Seattle, WA 98107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Leichsenring
Quergasse 5
Wilkau-Haßlau, ot 99099



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Bell
P.O. Box 1124
Fairfax, CA 94978



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cory Alperstein
96 Linden Lane
Princeton, NJ 08540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Patricia White
525 Montclair
Oakland, CA 94606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bryce Neuman
93 Scott Street Apt #3
San Francisco, CA 94117-3262



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Parks
823 Trenton Ave.
Pt Pleasant, NJ 08742-2432
 



732-295-9044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia L Piekarski
1125 N. Center St.
Braidwood, IL 60408
 



(815) 458-3711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Bachman
3302 King George Lane
Friendswood, TX 77546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ina Mitchell
15305 Lanark St.
Van Nuys, CA 91406
 



8184538155



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Hormuth
2501 Meadow Lane Dr
Easton, PA 18040
 



(610) 250-5805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Macdonald
520 Valley St.
Seattle, WA 98109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Patricia Coogan
955 Tivoli Court
naples, FL 34104
 



(239) 362-2092



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Luxem
1903 SW Hillcrest Rd
Seattle, WA 98166-3321
 



2069324439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marybeth Arago
32650 Old Willits Rd. 
Fort Bragg, CA 95437



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lillian Abatan
3737 W. 63rd St.
Chicago, IL 60629



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Mitchell
225 First St
San Rafael, CA 94901-3739
 



415-454-6993



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Varese
2123 Hillebrand Drive
Cross Plains, WI 53528
 



(608) 798-3793



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Byrnes
119 College Avenue
Somerville, MA 02144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Boehler
33 Mark Road
Roswell, NM 88201
 



575 622 4564



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorin Kemmerle
6816 Sun Court SE
Salem, OR 97306-9374



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
C Ziffer
22223 Apple Rd
Union Grove, WI 53182
 



(262) 514-7477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
laura serman
16 maujer st
brooklyn, NY 11206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ingrid Cerqueni
strada di Rozzol 18
Trieste, ot 34139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Smit
583 Windham Lane
NAPERVILLE, IL 60563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. GIOVANNA ZACCAGNINI
42203 SABLE
STERLING HEIGHTS, MI 48314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
erich blengini
3823 summerwood ct
raleigh, NC 27613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Tetreault
6501 X Street
Lincoln, NE 68505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Lowery
99 Kensington Avenue
Jersey City, NJ 07304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dev Potts
115 high st
waupaca, WI 54981



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Matthew Franck
119 Livingston Ave Apt 5G
New Brunswick, NJ 08901-2456



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carol keck
e simmons st
tucson, AZ 85716-1045
 



(520) 881-8876



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Richard Leu
8408 Selway Dr.
Austin, TX 78736



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Dee Morris
39 Russell Street
Medford, MA 02155-1740



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
glenn  pope
2212 Siesta Lane
santa Rosa, CA 95404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don and Joyce  Faulk
6103 Abilene Trl
Austin, TX 78749
 



(512) 394-0537



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Tartaglia
1 Northside Piers Apt 11d
Brooklyn, NY 11249-3184



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Cole
1173 Mohegan Trail
Willoughby, OH 44094



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Corinna Jevons
1396 Dolphin Drive
Aptos, CA 95003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Fouke
2429 Schnebly Road
Spring Valley, OH 45370



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
glenn  pope
2212 Siesta Lane
santa Rosa, CA 95404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ed Cavuto
22539 Figueroa Street #301
Carson, CA 90745
 



310-650-3039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Veronica Ruzzo
40 Harris Ave
Cranston, RI 02920
 



4016031883



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
glenn  pope
2212 Siesta Lane
santa Rosa, CA 95404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Denise Frullo
55 Beech Street
Westwood, NJ 07675
 



201-664-1740



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tye block
po box 39254
fort lauderdale, FL 33339
 



954-566-9695



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marisa Kalt
172 West Rock Ave.
New Haven, CT 06515-2223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Hutchens
175 Ooneecan St
Myrtle Beach, SC 29579



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danielle Tran
191 Edenwold Dr NW
Calgary, AB T3A3S4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Holmes
2339 Burson Road
Topanga, CA 90290-4000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Just last year, I was fortunate to travel into the beautiful Great Basin area of Nevada,
including the National Park, and the sweeping valleys separated by mountain passes
along the loneliest highway in America, Hwy 51.  The colors of each valley were subtly
gorgeous, in their tints of autumn colors and green oasis indicating water. At one rest stop,
we refreshed at a natural spring! 
To tap in and remove water from this aquifer would be a grave mistake. It is yet another
example of greed. Las Vegas has faced housing foreclosures and a slump due to the
economy. Yet with its casinos and attractions, it will thrive for what it can self sustain.
Environmentalists take a bad rap. But there is so much to be said for sustainability, and
not disrupting natural systems. The cost will be great and far reaching to destroy a region
for man's indiscriminate use of water. Water is becoming a precious commodity, that will
soon need to be rationed with the mentality with which we abuse it. Conservation is the
key to life on this planet of 7 billion people.
  I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.



 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richelle Duckwall
6225 Miller
Parkdale, OR 97041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J. Paez
514 augusta drive
Arnold, MD 21012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nancy grossman
po box 986
trumansburg, NY 14886



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Marian Simmons
3305 Calle Cuervo NW
#812
Albuquerque, NM 87114





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Papazian
6330 SW 65 Ave
South Miami, FL 33143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theodore Schott
1810 NATIONAL AV
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Cook
2 Silver Lake Dr.
Waterloo, IA 50702
 



(319) 239-4415



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexander Knopf
5 Suntop Ct. #102
Baltimore, MD 21209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Louizos
5914 W Miami Ave
Chicago, IL 60646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheryl Bottner
10270 Launch Circle, 303
Manassas, VA 20109
 



3012662991



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
seth carr
1903 temple ave #315
signal hill, CA 90755
 



5625974287



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suz Garcia
PO Box 6522
Bellevue, WA 98008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Brennan
po box 2375
Sedona, AZ 86339



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john dennison
143 council circle
newark, DE 19702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Rampe
14519 SR 65
Wapakoneta, OH 45895



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Smida
132 Parkway Drive
Cobleskill, NY 12043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalia Borzym
2660 EDGEWATER DRIVE
Weston, FL 33332



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret J Cytryn
60 East 8th Street
New York, NY 10003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Hafner
9594 Butler Road
Snowflake, AZ 85937



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeri pollock
590 Buena Loma Street
#222
Altadena, CA 91001





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Wilson
680 Rainier Lane
Port Ludlow, WA 98365



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
iris morris
p.o.box4814
eastman, GA 31023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jorge Garriga
1950 W 54th Street Apt #220
Hialeah, FL 33012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Zoeller
112 W. Roselle Ave.
Roselle Park, NJ 07204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerome Ball
PO Box 1193
Ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Coleman
9010 Grandview Dr
Overland Park, KS 66212
 



913-649-0638



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenny Mertikas
12 Filelinon st.
Piraeus, ot 18536



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bennie Shallbetter
300 Taylor St.
Smithville, TX 78957
 



512 674-5046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
glenn  pope
2212 Siesta Lane
santa Rosa, CA 95404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Alford
1767 Hermitage Blvd.  #3112
Tallahassee, FL 32308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jon Savelle
1609 N. 46th St., Apt. 301
Seattle, WA 98103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Wong
7316 Gladys
El Cerrito, CA 94530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alyssa Polacsek
PO Box 394
Saratoga Springs, NY 12866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Schommer
1130 James L. Hart Parkway
Ypsilanti, MI 48197



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Able
535-000 Little Valley Road
McArthur, CA 96056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
PERSONAL NOTE:
OUTRAGEOUS...OUTRAGEOUS...OUTRAGEOUS!!!  STAND UP FOR WHAT IS RIGHT
EVEN IF IT COSTS YOU - SOMETHING!
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Clara Halfin
RR Box185
St. George, WV 26287
 
304-478-2388



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Hightower
166 West 22nd Street
LONDON TERRACE, NY 10011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
eric hawes
25 howland rd APT # R-2
Asheville, NC 28804
 



18283984803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hans Thummel
330 N. Wabash Ave.
Chicago, IN 60611
 



(312) 755-4664



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenda Cooke
6 Clearbrook rd
ASHEVILLE, NC 28805
 



8282523051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nick Berezansky
123 Washington Pl.
Ridgewood, NJ 07450
 



201-670-6814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
RyAnn Stafford
4213 Clark St.
Boise, ID 83705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Calvin Thigpen
626 Park Rd
West Hartford, CT 06107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Dear Mr King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Schmid
Biologist



Great Basin Institute
Reno, NV
 
Sarah Schmid
336 W 11th St
Reno, NV 89503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Ray
7507 Moredale Rd
Louisville, KY 40222
 



5024258798



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Dingell
Little Lake
Mendocino, CA 95460
 



707 9371581



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. JD Collins
17555 US 12
Edwardsburg, MI 49112
 



574-361-9914



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carol wild
2302 damuth street
oakland, CA 94602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat J Bushong Whitehead
6 Buckboard Trail
Jesup, GA 31546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Baker
2252 Dixie Dr.
York, PA 17402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bitschene Christian
5, Impasse Belle-Vue
Liebsdorf, ot 68480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elena Busani
600 W 239 St
Bronx, NY 10463



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stacey Cannon
2770 Faith Rd
Salisbury, NC 28146
 



704-279-8031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Alden
nyc
nyc, NY 10015
 



(212) 864-3807



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Carol Hopkins-Lutz
1705 Lee Road
Cleveand Heights, OH 44118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because as a Master Gardener, I care deeply about the Great Basin
and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada
Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Romola Georgia
3445 Tippawingo
Palo Alto, CA 94306





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Ashlock
3643 Frazer Rd Se
Sublimity, OR 97385
 



503-873-1103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Russell Hill
46 Witmer Dr
Chesterfield, MO 63017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosemary DeSena
425 Greenwich St #2
Apt 2
San Francisco, CA 94133





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah  Boye
P.O. Box 1238
Dolan Springs, AZ 86441



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Angell
Ponderosa Rd
Rescue, CA 95672



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerri Lincoln
P.O. Box 4513
Durango, CO 81302
 



970-424-1682



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Coyle
P. O. Box 746
Hotchkiss, CO 81419-0746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. M Garrett
11333 Green
South Jordan, UT 84095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Renae Thompson
9731 Vanguard Dr Apt 16
ANCHORAGE, AK 99507
 



4082046269



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ella Reeves
1129 167 St
Vancouver, BC V2B6H7



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Moore
1571 queens rd w
Charlotte, NC 28207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Phillips
1109 Rear Main Street
Boonville, MO 65233
 



660-882-7813



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Werda
1503 E. 13TH ST
Tucson, AZ 85719
 



915-613-6446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mariko Kaonohi
3716-214th Street
Matteson, IL 60443



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ritwik Dey
87th
New York, NY 10128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clara Piecuch
215 E. Park Ave
Libertyville, IL 60048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Scanlon
1751 Lucretia Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Starkins
40 E. ponderosa ln
phoenix, AZ 85022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Keller
2075 Louis Road
Palo Alto, CA 94303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Meyer Jordan
403 W. Michigan Ave.
Pensacola, FL 32505-2503
 



850-436-6789



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tiffany Hutchins
45685 Hwy. 72
Stevenson, AL 35772
 



256-437-2661



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Ferry
5557 Camino Galeana
Santa Barbara, CA 93111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacqueline Walsh
1015 N Calvert St. Apt 2
Baltimroe, MD 21202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carmen Dello Buono
5770 Winfield Blvd., #166
San Jose, CA 95123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Falzone
1529 Union St Apt A
Alameda, CA 94501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
D Matsuda
92 B Maluhia
Wailuku, HI 96793



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Diana A Stokes
1700 E 56th St Apt 3001
Chicago, IL 60637-5095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Kevin Macdonald
P. O. Box 198
62 Lakeshore Drive
Belgrade Lakes, ME 04918





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvia Forbes
P.O. Box 522
Fayette, MO 65248



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy Fast
8406 Green Rd.
Dansville, NY 14437-9140



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hazel McCoy
1040 Gay St
Longmont, CO 80501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sir anomen
8009 Kathryn Ave SE
Albuquerque, NM 87108
 



5052419416



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jen harrison
1396 sanchez
san francisco, CA 94131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Nowak
w269 s8875 Danielson Circle
Mukwonago, WI 53149-8008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amie King
8059 E. Vassar  Dr.
Denver, CO 80231-7621



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Thomas
311 Jackson Place Apt. A
Golden, CO 80403
 



720-236-7061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Libby Storz
Box 6198
Sitka, AK 99835
 



9077475916



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dara lajoie
1102 birch tree way
gso, NC 27410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Wozniak
1516 Adelsas
Encinitas, CA 92024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Frost
20 Village Park Ct
Scotch Plains, NJ 07076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Watters
1940 Breyman ne
Salem, OR 97301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
audrey fisher
89 java st #3
brooklyn, NY 11222
 



212-532-4455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Kramer
801 NE Elm Street
Prineville, OR 97754
 



406 862 7479



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Travere
17860 E LOUISIANA AV
AURORA, CO 80017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cecilia Laspisa
656 N. Sunstream Lane
Tucson, AZ 85748



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arnold Lippin
175 Adams Street Apt. 11G
Brooklyn, NY 11201-1850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Crawford
20137 Stonegate Dr
Bend, OR 97702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Davis
6 gatewood cove
Little Rock, AR 72206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Smith
8265 Schroeder Rd
Oconto Falls, WI 54154



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Antje Göttert
Katzenloch
Kempfeld, ot 55758



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jens Hansen
30 Lake Louise Drive
Bellingham, WA 98229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Kurz
8B Rutland Lane
Monroe, NJ 08831-6682



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Riskin
891 Paseo Ferrelo
Santa Barbara, CA 93103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Trina Bassoff
115 Cinnamon Lane
Jefferson, NY 12093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tauscha Gove
627 - 23 Av SW
Calgary, AB T2S 0J6



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Lerner
70 Bonnell St
Flemington, NJ 08822



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sandrine collin
moulinai 16
gedinne, ot 5575



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Borrowing from Peter to pay Paul is never anything but a temporary stop gap with no
winners in the end, and so I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin
and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada
Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Choppers-Wife
723 Rocky Point Rd



Pocatello, ID 83204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Giuliano Verdicchio
3211 Hawthorn St.
San Diego, CA 92104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenny Goldberg
HCR 74 Box 21815
El Prado, NM 87529



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan Little
3580 Brighton Rd.
Pittsburgh, PA 15212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Visser
P O Box 4213
Tumwater, WA 98501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sad to see that the real capital of Nevada is the city that greed built.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Weld
2234 Clifton Place



Hoffman Estates, IL 60169



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Pastula
8130 Kincross Drive
Boulder, CO 80301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Hewitt
4278 N. Hazel St. #3E
Chicago, IL 60613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Belknap
900 Hillsborough Street
Raleigh, NC 27603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Merrick
4422 Roblar Rd.
Petaluma, CA 94952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Reiman
13530 Zaremba Drive
Brook Park, OH 44142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John  Freeze
648 Chaney Road
Asheboro, NC 27205
 



336 629-2208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rebecca koo
1050 johnson ave
san jose, CA 95129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wayne Parrish
60 Jamaicaway
Boston, MA 02130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
P Scoville
1554 Greenwood Lake Tpke
Hewitt, NJ 07421



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenda Cummings
72 Eckerson Ave
Closter, NJ 07624



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
NATALIE RICHTER
25 POINT GREY CR
TORONTO, ON M1G 2L1



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Tomelden
125  West 55 Street
New York, NY 10019
 



2124246911



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pam Douglas
605 S. 8th St.
Buckeye, AZ 85326



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ezra Behrends
3728
Moline, IL 61265
 



3097622624



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherri Whittenburg
3033 Cleveland Pl.
Antioch, CA 94509



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
patty hall
7 weld hill st #3
jamaica plain, MA 02130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Celeste Pierce
1796 Waterview
Nipomo, CA 93444



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Johnson
1405 N. 17th St.
Boise, ID 83702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karin Sandahl
5925 EP True pkwy#7
West Des Moines, IA 50266



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Seamon
3990 West Wild Horse Place
Tucson, AZ 85741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joergen Jensen
Oernevej 122
Odense NV, ot DK-5210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caroline Garland
15260 Deception Road
Anacortes, WA 98221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danielle Brown
Roosevelt Way
Seattle, WA 98125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brianna Costello
24 Edgehill Drive
East Haven, CT 06512
 



2036400262



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Beaman
92 Congamond Road
Southwick, MA 01077
 



(413) 569-3262



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Victoria Bigelow
2612 W. Windsor
Chicago, IL 60625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave Anderson
2735 Benvenue
Berkeley, CA 94705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Trevor Williamson
1407 N Stephen Ave
Clawson, MI 48017-1114
 



2489745040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james HOEHNjr
159 Chestnut Street
Albany, NY 12210-1905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John M. Sully
P. O. Box 3600-365 Granite Street
Ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Philip Simon
box 9473
San Rafael, CA 94912



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sarah luth
1045 Meade Ave
San Diego, CA 92116-1038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Oman
PO Box 222357
Carmel, CA 93922
 



8316244386



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Klene
410 Sagebrush
Jackson, WY 83001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Branch
392 Central Park West, Apartment #15X
New York, NY 10025
 



(212) 932-9364



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Talamantes
3163 Newell Dr
Riverside, CA 92507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Willie Dubas
136 67th st. po box 452
south haven, MI 49090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gene Brault
2115 Hyperion Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sonja Lund
5751 N.camino de las Estrellas
Tucson, AZ 85718



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Tachna
7410 Dairy Ranch Rd
Co. Springs, CO 80919



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Britton
12736 NE 116th St
Kirkland, WA 98034
 



206-795-2592



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Lacey Kammerer
7554 N Trellis
Fresno, CA 93720
 



(559) 298-1619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
April Jacob
8515 Bergenline Avenue
North Bergen, NJ 07047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alison Midgley
42 Briggs Avenue
Bradford, ot BD6 3AS



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cleo Masur
16024 42nd Ave
Clearlake, CA 95422



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you as a US citizen who has also visited the Great Basin many times for
hiking and spending time in nature.   I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants
and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Professor Aaron Turkewitz
5410 S. Blackstone
Chicago, IL 60615



 
(773) 702-4374



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
Why not turn off all those fountains and pools, you would have much more water for
people.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Dawson
100 Evans ranch rd



Reno, NV 89506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Butler
P.O. Box 282
Lytle Creek, CA 92358-0282
 



909-887-9533



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katie Simpson
601 W Renner Rd #145
Richardson, TX 75080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We are writing to you because we care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants
and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harry and Jill Brownfield
74 Acker Road
Newport, PA 17074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Reynolds
RR 2 Box 48D
Walters, OK 73572



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bev kelly, ph.d.
248
long Beach, CA 90803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Schriber
6003 Mountainclimb Drive
Austin, TX 78731



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Susan R Cadman
1206 Barbara Drive
Vista, CA 92084
 



(760) 672-6236



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Lab
P.O. Box 1432
Port Townsend, WA 98368



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lennea borg
22 Churchill Ave.
palo Alto, CA 9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chris kelly
7 W. Oak Ave.
Flagstaff AZ., AZ 86001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William  Moller
p o box 443
Ben Lomond, CA 95005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julien Kaven Parcou
P.O. Box 559, Victoria House
Victoria, ot 00248



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cal Michael Cali
PO Box 22
Crestone, CO 81131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Smith
P.O. Box 140
Carmen, ID 83462



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michael caufield
3717 SW Henderson St
Seattle, WA 98126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine  H Caverly
POBox 89
Ookala, HI 96774



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Stimac
533 N 71st Street
Seattle, WA 98103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Addison de Lisle
380 East Neck Road
Nobleboro, ME 04555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bob grace
6091 constantine drive
hutntington beach, CA 92646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen Walsh
300 Calle Miramar
Redondo Beach, CA 90277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Coralie Graham
17 Gray St
Binghamton, NY 13904
 



607-624-6949



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Pflugrad
8037 50th Ave
Kenosha, WI 53142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Kerri Piazza
2606 Baumgartner Dr.
La Crosse, WI 54603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Weston
7666 Thomas
Jenison, MI 49428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mike K wilke
310 n. park ave
tucson, AZ 85719
 



(520) 628-7743



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Wenthe
3303 24th Street
Lubbock, TX 79410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Destiny Schwartz
98042 W. Benham ln
Brookings , OR 97415



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
April Jacob
8515 Bergenline Avenue
North Bergen, NJ 07047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Moeller
1525 Eagle Mountain Pl.
Hemet, CA 92545-9716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zoe Hanley
10063 Maclura Ct.
Fairfax, VA 22032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathy sugarman
8025 w russell 1085
las vegas, NV 89113



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
william crafts
7285 spruce
 
rio rancho, NM 87144





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Boyer
135 Mosher Way
Palo Alto, CA 94304-2418
 



650-498-8385



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
adam beebe
1343 grove st
san francisco, CA 94117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hannah Thonet
221 W 82nd St.,, #14B
New York, NY 10024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S. Greene
517 West 212th Street #2I
New York, NY 10034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Landers
Box 126
Oneida, IL 61467



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raf Verbruggen
Dageraadplaats 24
Antwerpen, ot 2018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lisa douglas
923 Short Street
loves park, IL 61111
 



8153949468



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric R. Pianka
IB C0930 Univ.Tx
Austin, TX 78712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Helen Drwinga
621 Robin E Lane
Apopka, FL 32712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lyle Collins
200 N 70th Ave Apt 4
Yakima, WA 98908-1308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Garfield
1156 High St.
Santa Cruz, CA 95064
 



831-459-2348



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Sandra Woodall
118 Hermine Blvd.
San Antonio, TX 78212-1203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
E Cook
2425 HILLSIDE AVE
BERKELEY, CA 94704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlotte Price
39 plaza st west
Brooklyn, NY 11217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
E. Gallagher
130 West 42nd Street
New York, NY 10036
 



eg@tltd.com



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Leavenworth
8930 NE Shore Dr
PO Box 592
Indianola, WA 98342





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
troy mayr
1398 elmgrove dr.
glendora, CA 91741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alison Kocek
1828 S. Henkel Cir.
Mesa, AZ 85202
 



6024022284



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carrie Watson
501Buckskin. Pass
Driftwood, TX 78619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Arneson
7378 E. Calle Nostalgico
Tucson, AZ 85715
 



732-220-1663



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Kunkel
349 Glenpark Lane
Midlothian, VA 23114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Briana Wagner
15610 National Pike
Hagerstown, MD 21740



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leah Killeen
44 Quarry Dock Road
Niantic, CT 06357
 



(860) 691-0791



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Kenneth Strothkamp
Professor
5006 SW Julia Court
Portland, OR 97221



 
(503) 297-4379



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Walker
907 Vista Del Rio
Santa Maria, CA 93458
 



805 349-0755



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Varo DeLima
19 poniente 4707
Puebla, OH 72160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joan and ingolf klengler
1426 randall st
glendale, CA 91201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
GIselle Rackley
9046 Barkwood
Universal City, TX 78148
 



2108581968



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Janet McCalister
520 Valley View Drive
Paradise, CA 95969



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Forestieri
2302 NE 81st Place
Seattle, WA 98115
 



2068490478



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pam Parmer
Perchin Street
San Antonio, TX 78247
 



(210) 325-9086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia McG
4639 Morgan Parkway
Hamburg, NY 14075



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary townsend
12710 magnolia lake rd
cottondale, AL 35453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Thomason
836 double springs rd
check, VA 24072



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because, as a concerned citizen and professional consulting ecologist, I
care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management, and desalination options?  Actually, it's time to start thinking about
downsizing Las Vegas.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Michael Jones
2978 Silverwood Dr.



Fort Collins, CO 80525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cara Schmidt
4068 Wildflower Ln
Tucker, GA 30084
 



(770) 934-3081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donovan Snyder
9 Peacock Place
Lake Oswego, OR 97035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
vicki berkofsky
833 ocean ave
santa monica, CA 90403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mader cecile
4 place de l'aigoual
colomiers, ot 31770



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Trainor
1410 Westchester Dr N.
West Palm Beach, FL 33417



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Van Tassell
924 Observatory st.
Nelson, BC VL4Z5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janine lewis
1823 w northridge
spokane, WA 99208
 



5095555555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Judy Dolan
12639 Feldspar Rd.
Indianapolis, IN 46236
 



(317) 826-7569



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Crothers
679 Halifax Dr.
Lexington, KY 40503-4226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Kohler
40
Agoura Hills, CA 91301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tabitha Zehms
2306 Old Plank Road
De Pere, WI 54115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Watson
8140 Wiebelo Drive
Knoxvile, TN 37931
 



216-320-1168



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Dugaw
385 Ogle Street #C
Costa Mesa, CA 92627



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
June Maddock
9094 S. Pine Drive
Beulah, CO 81023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lolly ward
1753 w rte 113
kankakee, IL 60901
 



8159289806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
thomas zuccareno
P.O. Box 3917
Basalt, CO 81623



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stacy Mursten
21 Sanders Rd
Buffalo, NY 14216-1214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Chinn
800 E Charleston Rd #6
Palo Alto, CA 94303-4627
 



650-493-9109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Grady
160 Sycamore Dr.
Grants Pass, OR 97526
 



5414410687



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara  Grosh
12 Whittlers Ridge
Pittsford , NY 14534
 



5852641691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
fred haertel
6456 london groveport rd
grove city, OH 43123-9625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
naoko mizuguchi
pobox26263
san diego, CA 92196



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betsy  Miller
4010 Custer
Monroe, MI 48161
 



(734) 243-0516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Kovacsi
3903 White Avenue
Baltimore, MD 21206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tzeidle Wasserman
2898 W. Noria St
Flagstaff, AZ 86001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Claus
651 Foxcroft Circle SE
Marietta, GA 30067-5501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Kowerko
347 Hatchery Road
North Kingstown, RI 02852



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Ankowski
12510 Venicia Drive
Fort Myers, FL 33913



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leana Rudish
268 Wayland Street
Los Angeles, CA 90042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms.  Robin Kessler
Teacher
5316 Brabant Road
Baltimore, MD 21229





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Herron
74 Halbrooks
Hartselle, AL 35640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tina Bowman
PO Box 2048
Ponte Vedra Beach, FL 32004
 



9045353457



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We are writing to you because we care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants
and animals that live there, and are appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would they pump your water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Bill & Marilyn Voorhies
38 Clark Point Rd.
West Tremont, ME 04612
 



2072449226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tina P Farina
37 Independence Drive
Woburn, MA 01801
 



(781) 937-0190



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Hoven
122 Peggy Lane
Nazareth, PA 18064
 



610-746-3039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Hatcher
9127 Wrst Ludlow Dr
Peoria, AZ 85381



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne Farruggio
178 Venice Gate Drive
Woodbridge, ON L4H 0E9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Mays
6237 Winter Park Drive
North Richland Hills, TX 76180



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nettie Schwager
2650 NW Roosevelt Drive
Corvallis, OR 97330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ellie tortorici
972 nicolls road
deer park, NY 11729



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeannie pollak
Honeysuckle drive
oxnard, CA 93036-6210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Bramlage
113 S. Mary Avenue #111
Sunnyvale, CA 94086-5854
 



8593611987



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kay Popelka
1216 S G Ave Apt 20
Nevada, IA 50201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
V. & B. Jones
POB 9050
Torrance, CA 90508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kia Hendrix
4312 NW 29th Terrace
Gainesville, FL 32605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
B Propen
185 Crocker Court
Orange, CT 06477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wallace Rhine
22401 Fort Ross Road
Cazadero, CA 95421



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Susan   P. P Vessicchio
66 Pope Street
New Haven, CT 06512
 



(203) 467-1532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Agnes Czobor
6411 Fannin
Houston, TX 77030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louise Friedenson
9348 Home Circle
Des Plaines, IL 60016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from  aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. There are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn M Wolfe-Kirk
3736 Arnold St.
Houston, TX 77005
 
(713) 664-3953



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
P.K. Willey
24 Parnassus Rd.
Berkeley, CA 94708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Regina Russo
127 Pebble Brooke Run
Canton, GA 30115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alexa kasper
4632 portofino
longmont, CO 80503
 



3036821090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kent  Karlsson
11840 Riverside Dr #8
Valley Village, CA 91607
 



818 509-1216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Bissi
Via Roma, 55
Cervasca, ot 12010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Derting
1929 Almo Shiloh Rd.
Murray, KY 42071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Tilley
7345 draper ave
San Diego, CA 92037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
BoB Crosby
47 Jenmat Drive
Markham, MI 48060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leigh Saunders
Fenwick
Hastings, ot 4122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Mohan
11784 Gateway Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Massimiliano Urso
5 calle N.0. 105 15/16 Ave 105
San Pedro Sula, ot ct 1100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Lippert
6801 Folk Dr
Boise, ID 83704-7326
 



2083211011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Blair
20 West Canal Street
Winooski, VT 05404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Las Vegas does't need any more pools or fountains-or green lawns. Stop this travesty
please.
 
Sincerely,
 
jan jarvis



2325 N. 137th
Seattle, WA 98133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Arthur Daniels
10492 Galleria St
Wellington , FL 33414
 



561 422-1145



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
pat mace
17059 s. brandt street
3264 Providence Rd.
lewes, DE 19958



 
3133034804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Doug Russell
2423 W Amherst Ave
Dallas, TX 75235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rocio Lopez
1321 SW 85th Ct
Miami, FL 33144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jesus Fernandez
6070 NW 64th Avenue
Tamarac, FL 33319



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie Williams
305 Wild Olive
Harlingen, TX 78552
 



956-230-1941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Landers
59 Princeton St
Garden City, NY 11530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shari Stratton
132 Boston Ave
Somerville, MA 02144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Robey
548 Wildcat Canyon Road
Berkeley, CA 94708-1229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
There has to be another way than to devastate the animals and plants in that area.  Please
deny this application.  Thank you.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jude MacPherson
903 Ginger court



Mount Laurel, NJ 08054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Karen Pittenger Adds:
I will never enter Las Vegas again.  Stop the expansion that is dooming its own prosperity,
and will take out all life that surrounds it in the process!   It is time for all of that enthusiasm
to create a megatropolis to embrace real, attainable, beautiful and sustainable (not the
word of the moment,) concepts  from ready visionaries with real solutions! Jeez what do
you want?



Sincerely,
 
Karen Pittenger
8062 Lee Ct
Arvada, CO 80005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bradley LaCroix
2930 SW 23rd Terrace
Gainesville, FL 32608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steph McGuire
7335 BEacon Ave. S
Seattle, WA 98108
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen deMille Kennedy
1351 N Crescent Hts
West Hollywood, CA 90046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
 I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
 Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
 While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
 Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
 The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
 These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern
Nevada and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on
the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Sloan
270 S Kearney St
Denver, CO 80224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Neil Redding
39 Pearl Street, #5R
Brooklyn, NY 11201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Garrick Schermer
7023 N. Via Nueva
Chicago, IL 85258



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Zens
3710 Marigold Circle
Middleton, WI 53562



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lou Rowan
1825 NE 58th Street
Seattle, WA 98105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Brown
1701 Westminster Place
Nichols Hills, OK 73120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tasha Moore
8881 Windhaven Dr
Parker, CO 80134
 



7202444901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Marsha Stanek
469 Game Ridge Trail
Oregon, WI 53575



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Stanberry
1203 Stone Harbour Road
Winter Springs, FL 32708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Hooper
p.o.box 57
patterson, NY 12563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. mary ann kirsling
p.o. box 3063
pasco, WA 99302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Maing
10960 Ashton Ave. Apt.412
Los Angeles, CA 90024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Gruener
PO Box 371381
Montara, CA 94037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deanna Kuhlmann
7810 Forsyth Blvd., #2W
Clayton, MO 63105
 



(314) 725-6616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeff crider
249 patrick john dr
wadsworth, OH 44281
 



3306078866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nikki S
723
Belmont, CA 94002
 



(650) 591-8030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheila Andriani
1832 Augusta Court
Claremont, CA 91711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edie Fink
3339 Brookfield Dr.
Las Vegas, NV 89120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne  Burkhardt
6646 N Glenwood Ave, Apt. 2S
Chicago, IL 60626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Larson
424 W. Aspen Ave
Flagstaff, AZ 86001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Collins
1004 Sturwood Way
Lawrenceville, NJ 08648
 



609-896-1169



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Ingerson
2825 SE Ash Street
Portland, OR 97214
 



5034596276



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amber Speciale
119 Wise lane
Pittsburgh, PA 15209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emilia Maria Rodriguez
665 W Clovermead Street
Covina, CA 91722



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Pender
321 Redstone Drive
Bellvue, CO 80512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Watson
14108 SE 198th st
Renton, WA 98058



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mayumi Knox
1075 Old Mill Rd.
Pasadena, CA 91108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norman Aguilar
2220 COLORADO AVE.
SANTA MONICA, CA 90404
 



(310)865-9559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liz Parrish
11356 Olympic Terrace Ave NE
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Burch
834 Blair St.
SLC, UT 84111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Hinkelman
7 Garnet Hill Rd.
Chester, NY 10918



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Olivarez
576 Oakbrook Cr.
Flushing, MI 48433



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wanda Gustafson
1383 Illinois St NW
Palm Bay, FL 32907
 



(321) 123-4567



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheri Pann
1116 Palms Blvd
Venice, CA 90291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Landuse Planner Ben Welborn
Landuse Planner
P.O. Box 915
Hanalei, HI 96714



 
(808) 639-7978



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Murray
2444 Freetown Drive
Reston, VA 20191



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Schaefer
941 Clinton Avenue
Oak Park, IL 60304
 



(708) 763-9660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allyson Frink
26637 E 1800 N Rd
Cooksville, IL 61730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Arneson
7378 E. Calle Nostalgico
Tucson, AZ 85715
 



732-220-1663



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. William H Rolls
226 Renfrew Ave
Trenton, NJ 08618
 



(609) 695-6494



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laëtitia Perrin
8 bis rue Grande
Samoreau, ot 77210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monica Beard
10025 Majorca Drive
Austin, TX 78717



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Burleson
1228 Fairmount Ave #3
ft worth, TX 76104-4290



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Ibanez
815 W. 15th St.
Tyrone, PA 16686



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronda Reynolds
136 LOST TRAIL PLACE
IDAHO FALLS, ID 83404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracey Baird
1308 Sangamon Dr.
Belleville, IL 62221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Bryer
273B West Main St
Unit 12B
Marlboro, MA 01752



 
781-891-2244



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nicholas talblot
420 mclaughlin st
richmond, CA 94805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann James
1660 280th Avenue
Fort Madison, IA 52627



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katrin Rosinski
30710 Normal
Roseville, MI 48066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Moyer
258 Main Road
Montgomery, MA 01085



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Gagne
203 Center ST
Sewell, NJ 08080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Melissa Ayers
4290 Wesmar Dr
Pfafftown, NC 27040
 



336-692-7142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Chris Fox
801 Del Rio
Franklin, TN 37064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Binnie
8945 N Shadow Mountain Dr
Oro Valley, AZ 85704
 



(520) 575-9286



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Tim Warner
3829 Hollypark Place
Los Angeles, CA 90039
 



323665913



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Craig
P.O. Box 821
Eagar, AZ 85925



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jean carter
926 marilyn rd
nashville, TN 37209-1948



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Gantner
3N237 Loretta
Campton Hills, IL 60175
 



630-306-9501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy Fuchs
907 Forest Ave
Boulder, CO 80304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Regina Bok
281 Lower Hampden Road
Monson, MA 01057



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Alexandra Gruskos
1317 Macon Ave
Pittsburgh, PA 15218
 



(412) 350-7398



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Ballard
682 18th Ave.
Salt Lake City, UT 84103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kwinn Varney
197 Shoreleave Ln.
Elizabeth, AR 72531



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aimee Caswell
6 Frances Drive
Harrisburg, PA 17109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
manuela tremeschin
b.ta case
toirano, ot 17055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Warren Clark
637 John Muir Road
Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
valerie  jackson
705 harrison st
san jose, CA 95125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Dodson
24176 Elrond Lane
Lake Forest, CA 92630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dale Cain
7266 Morello Lane
Noblesville, IN 46062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gary pierson
126   I ST SE
auburn, WA 980025656



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and
are appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you.
 
Peace!
 
Mr. andMrs. Gene andDori Peters
10149 W. Loma Blanca



Sun City, AZ 85351-1171
 
480-381-6683



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve  Ford
1248  S.Conwell
Casper, WY 82601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Angotti
4901 Quarry Rd
Greencastle, PA 17225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert J Barnhart
901 So. Mopac Expy, Plaza One Suite 300
Austin, TX 78746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jody Fox
2722 Sunny Brooke Rd
Grand Island, NE 68801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
philippe fourcaud
5 Place Jules Mercier
Thonon les bains, ot 74200



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
B. L. Melton
1611 Longfellow Road
Orange, TX 77630
 



409-886-7052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss tamara logan
146 madison ave #3
redwood city, CA 94061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
P Krejcik
56 hope lane
sonora, CA 95370



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Dal Cais
4534 Bliss street
Woodside, NY 11377



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LYNNE PARISI
34 HILLSIDE TERRACE
SHELBURNE, VT 05482



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Owner David Richard
1009 W. Blaine
Seattle, WA 98119
 



(206)283-1753



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Miller
12 Gillick
Park Ridge, IL 60068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
helen hayes
820 Spruce Ave.
Sidney, OH 45365



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marylou eastes
2850 e. southern avenue
indianapolis, IN 46203
 



3177847707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristopher Deapen
9314 W. Manzanita Dr.
Sun City, AZ 85373-1734
 



6026180946



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Askins
14078 Lower Colfax Road
Grass Valley, CA 95945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William McCullough
140 Seven Dr
Chapin, SC 29036-8926



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I am deeply concerned about the Great Basin and all the
plants and animals that live there, and am appalled to learn that the Southern Nevada
Water Authority has made a request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water
annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water
to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Beebe
175 Aries Ave
Lompoc, CA 93436



 
805-733-2340



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Madeleine Brown
215 San Juan
LOS ALAMOS, NM 87544



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alyssa Caralla
6260 Chennai Pl
C622
Dulles, VA 20189



 
4782753095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara McIntosh
3924 Belle Meade Ln
Rockford, IL 61108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jules Box
Phakalane
Gabs, ot 00000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Royal
5413 Tipton Dr
Austin, TX 78723



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theodore Voth III
1335 Williamson St. Apt. 2
Madison, WI 53703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Depenau
246 Benton St
Santa Rosa, CA 95401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vanja Ivanova-Hathcock
7070 21st Ave
Sacramento, CA 95820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Scott
3716 SE 13th Avenue
Portland, OR 97202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Niall Carroll
3991 Franklin Ave.
Astoria, OR 97103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Ransom D Stone
415 SE 177th Ave. Unit 210
Vancouver, WA 98683-4202
 



9155814237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger Runnoe
6225 Merriewood Dr
Oakland, CA 94611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Sanders
2022 Driftstone Drive
Glendora, CA 91740-5388
 



6269140410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
andreas vlasiadis
el.venizelou 53d - tavros
athens, ot 17778



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requireCs the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Evans
2611 Morris ave s
Renton, WA 98055
 



4252352573



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Proprietor Kelly Dunham
PO Box 87
Ouray, CO 81427
 



(303) 744-3007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
D Kessler
Po 457
Redway, CA 95560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marquita Telleir
Gaspeldoorndreef 14
Ghent, ot 9031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Sullivan
10930 Vivaracho Way
San Diego, CA 92124-2228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Patterson
613 Port South
Calistoga, CA 94515



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Susan Selbin
2431 Northwest Cir NW
Albuquerque, NM 87104
 



(505) 242-6058



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Susan Selbin
2431 Northwest Cir NW
Albuquerque, NM 87104
 



(505) 242-6058



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lisa D'Antonio
711 Forest Club Drive #602
 
Wellington, FL 33414-7910



 
561-818-9958



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Murphy
4856 Sylmar Ave.
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
scott chapman
pob 13043
san luis obispo, CA 93406
 



(805) 541-4123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rina Hudson
Voortrekker Street
Vredendal, ot 8160
 



+27 213 1449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susan webb
3 east collins circle
finksburg, MD 21048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lois Yuen
1940 Yosemite Road
Berkeley, CA 94707-1651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Beckwith
2931 Ellis St.
Berkeley, CA 94703
 



510-841-6406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christianna Sigliano
239 lake st
west harrison, NY 10604
 



914 374 5139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Hull-Richter
P.O. Box 11062
Santa Ana, CA 92711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vincent Paviglianiti
930 N. 7th Street APT 204
Baton Rouge, LA 70802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Herpetologist Frank Wegscheider
207 San Anselmo Ln
Placentia, CA 92870
 



(714) 993-9249



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Da Silva Jain
5 Mt Tioga Ct
San Rafael, CA 94903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Will Silva
7315 17th Ave NW
Seattle, WA 98117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M.A. Kruse
424 NW Federal Street
Bend, OR 97701-3018
 



(541) 383-3911



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harvey Harlib
5550 Witney Dr. apt 208
Delray Beach, FL 33484



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harvey Harlib
5550 Witney Dr. apt 208
Delray Beach, FL 33484



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
 
 Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause.
 
In light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands,
they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betty Winholtz



405 acacia
More bay, CA 93442



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sally Eastey
12819 SE 38th St
Bellevue, WA 98006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I am concerned about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there.  I'm appalled by the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to
pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why should water be pumped to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the state's water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management, and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you, the
state engineer, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if the proposed
transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to determine that the water authority's request is not environmentally sound.
This groundwater extraction would have catastrophic and irreversible impacts, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; more than 192,000 acres of prime Great Basin
shrubland habitats would be dried, destroyed, and converted to dryland grasses and
annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand
acres of wetlands would be destroyed, along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial
streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering. Some species of desert fish and springsnails
would become extinct, and other species--including  the imperiled greater sage grouse,
southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn, and elk--would suffer
widespread harm.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to
the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, these applications should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Engineer Christopher Rockwood
Engineer
2448 N 73rd St



Wauwatosa, WI 53213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tiffany Miller
66029 B Waialua Beach Road
Haleiwa, HI 96712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Schützinger
Morahtstieg 2
Hamburg, ot 20535



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve Conrad
Spruce Dr
Lake Arrowhead, CA 92352



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Tennant
816 Humboldt St.
Vallejo, CA 94591



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Roadhouse
8843 S. Kildare Ave.
Hometown, IL 60456



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Roadhouse
8843 S. Kildare Ave.
Hometown, IL 60456



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alejandra Vega
J. B. justo 2681
Buenos Aires, ot 01414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Roadhouse
8843 S. Kildare Ave.
Hometown, IL 60456



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Our water tables are not being repenished as fast as we are using them up.  Many states
are predicted to have water shortages in the future.  Las Vegas is a city in the desert.  No
more of our precious water supply should be used to keep Las Vegas going than is
already being used.  There is a reason civilizations since the dawn of time have not built
that far away from water sources.  It is a stupid thing to do.
 



Sincerely,
 
Marcie Brushaber
PO Box 227
Reyno, AR 72462



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brijesh Shah
2262 Summit St
Columbus, OH 43202
 



6142917724



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Thompson
4376 Alla Road #203
Los Angeles, CA 90066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Flores
24649 Fawn Meadow Ln.
Hayward, CA 94541



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
peter tegstad
4225 ann st
fort collins, CO 80525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Stalker
19209 9th Ave E
Spanaway, WA 98387



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. chris palmaro
744 blvd east
weehawken, NJ 07086
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darren Albertson
PO Box 365
Toulon, IL 61483



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Holt
16020 Psenka St.
Masaryktown, FL 34604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maryann LaNew
12 Corte Loarre
None
San Clemente, CA 92673-6520





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thierry Favre
6 avenue de la Dranse
Thonon les bains, AZ 74200



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Haunhorst
Sterntorbrücke 5
Bonn, ot 53111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DANIEL SCHLAGMAN
338 CHERRY PLACE
EAST MEADOW, NY 11554



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am a resident of Utah/Nevada--Salt Lake and Elko County.  The beautiful desert region
affected by your decision abounds with life, and the air is clear.  Draining the water will turn
it into a dusty dead zone which will cover two states with blowing dust.  Air quality,
renewable life, are threatened.  Fire is a threat when things are too dry.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Lee Walker
8940 S Alpen Way
Salt Lake City, UT 84121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Alter
8117 Croydon Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elaine wohl
1324 w. celeste
fresno, CA 93711-2421



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Geoff Cornish
25211 De Salle
Laguna Hills, CA 92653
 



(949) 859-1253



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wilmer Gastineau
2016 Grand Ave
Joplin, MO 64804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claire Knowlton
2206 Shields St.
La Crescenta, CA 91214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Daniel Nail
4900 E. 5th St. Apt. 1804
Tucson, AZ 85711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Nicolai
2516 SE 113th Ct.
Vancouver, WA 98664



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Deitch
2006 Highway 101 #238
Florence, OR 97439-9723



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Murphy
Flat 42: 6-10, Aberdeen Park,
London,, ot N5 2BN
 



02077046115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ginger Hill
PO Box 226
Lyman, SC 29365



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
My priority is to protect and provide for the wildlife, not support unsustainable growth
around Las Vegas.
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ginger Sikes
111 Mallard Dr.
Currituck, , NC 27929





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Freddie Salquist
Groennegaarden 114
Greve, ot DK-2670



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen McCoy
603 Natoma St Apt 402
San Francisco, CA 94013-2780



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Smith
23768 Battelle
Hazel Park, MI 48030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Skiadopoulos
13 Larymnis
Athens, ot 10444
 



+30-210-3421533



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Kirdulis
2152 University Dr
Vista, CA 92083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DENNIS DITTRICK
6302 WASHINGTON BLVD
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. James Trimm
7755 New Providence
Falls Church, VA 22042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
P McNurlen
2003 W Lunt Ave.
Chicago, IL 60645



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L McLean
319 NW 77th Street
Seattle, WA 98117
 



206-789-0996



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ursela rabe
xxx
penn valley, CA 95946



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather White
NE 68th Ave
Portland, OR 97213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Teubner
3111 NE 7th Ave
Portland, OR 97212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Isenhower
3674 Barham Blvd. L306
Los Angeles, CA 90068
 



(512) 584-1800



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Cole
1350 Indiana Drive
CA, CA 94521-4136
 



925 4517548



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Candy Bowman
4361 Turnbridge Dr
Sacramento, CA 95823



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ingrid Friedman
Columbusgasse 3
Ocean, NJ 07712-3346



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nick Barcott
1318 N. Lake Stickney Dr.
Lynnwood, WA 98087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Zelasko
15864 Severino Lane
Valley Center, CA 92082-7635



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Cotton
1065 Crest Dr.
Encinitas, CA 92024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean-Michel Leblond
11 chemin de Montfaraude
Peymeinade, ot 06530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danny Thorn
710 18th Ave West
Kirkland, WA 98033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Ed L Hasson
161Espana Way
Windsor , CA 95492



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dina D Angress
720 S.Petaluma Blv. #29
Petaluma, CA 94952
 



(707) 762-1028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Flittie
2780 Larkey Lane
Walnut Creek, CA 94597



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through desalination. Not
to mention the unattractive options such as increased conservation, smart growth
management.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely, Monika Kamm
 
monika kamm
haldenstr. 10
uitikon, ot 8142





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Uecker
16130 Oak Park Ave., 106
106
Tinley Park, IL 60477





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yvonne van de Looij
Avda. de Roma, 29 at.2
Barcelona, ot 08029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Schindel
3642 Dunsmuir Way
Abbotsford, BC V2S6G4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Dyer
7616 East Twinleaf Trail
Orange, CA 92869



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hailey  Gladden
20430 Glenmore
Redford, MI 48240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hailey  Gladden
20430 Glenmore
Redford, MI 48240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennie Riley
Kennington Avenue
Essex, ot SS7 4BS



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss anne L Parzick
2612 Wavecrest Dr
Corona del Mar, CA 92625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Hilda Cuevas
Tejocote Sur 96 col. Sta. Ma. Malinalco
México, ot 02050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Evans
25 Richard Avenue
Cambridge, MA 02140



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Mills
2436 78th Street
East Elmhurst, NY 11370



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Demetrion
341 West 46th Street
New York, NY 10036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Sepulveda
458 W Summerfield Cir
Anaheim, CA 92802
 



714 750-1015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Retired Christopher Stuart S Harrison
Retired
23 Hillcrest Road
Sheldon, ot QLD41





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Crol Parks
2106 Vichy Road
Rolla, MO 65401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Goodwin
4712 Lorna Place
Las Vegas, NV 89107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vanessa Daru
Via Volpere
Santa Giustina, ot 32035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shelah bennett
8 karnell street
suffern, NY 10977



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
heidi videgar
261 B Rabbit Rd.
Santa Fe, NM 87508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Cather
3898 FM 843
Lufkin, TX 75904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
RUSSELL WALLS
7366 Huntington Square Lane #193
Citrus Heights, CA 95621



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcia Bates
20000 NW 54th Court
Miami Gardens, FL 33055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Bocek
508 E Micheltorena St
Santa Barbara, CA 93103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.  It is one thing to share the water and quite a different matter to harm other species
for the sake of making the unsustainable grow even larger when Las Vegas should never
have been built in the first place.  It is like building a house on the ocean's shore knowing
full well that the area is eroding away from the action of the ocean and hurricanes.  Only
an arrogant fool would continue the process of rebuilding year after year.  
 
Sincerely,
 



Michael Fine
10118 Parkwood Drive
Bethsda, MD 20814
 
301-493-6815



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Enea Micheli
6, Via Borgo San Giacomo
Villachiara (BS), ot 25030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy N Paul
11432 Cromwell Ct.
Dallas, TX 75229-2532
 



(214) 537-1681



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
derek Andersen
11385 sw royal villa dr
tigard, OR 97224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara MacKusick
1633 Granht St
Berkekey, CA 94703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mir faugno
W 91 St
Playa del Rey, CA 90293



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Fischman
26582 Dolorosa
Mission Viejo, CA 92691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Forbes
29/11 Stewart Terrace
Edinburgh, ot EH111UN



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Admiral Lynn Sajdak
1180 Hill Street, S.E.
Smyrna, GA 30080-1916
 



(404) 667-9469



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Smith-Remick
3041 Century Lane
Bensalem, PA 19020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norman Thornton
436 Pinon Creek Rd SE
Albuquerque, NM 87123
 



505-453-8726



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laraine Cullen
1129 Ollerton Rd
Paulsboro, NJ 08066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all its plants and animals, and am appalled at the
Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water
annually from aquifers in central and east Nevada. Why would we pump water to Nevada
to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting water needs
through conservation, smart growth and desalination?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6) you to deny an application
for an interbasin transfer of water if the transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for
the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems
reasonable to deem the request is not, given the catastrophe that would occur from this
groundwater extraction, as documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft
environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime habitat would be
destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals, supporting invasive species like
cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of wetlands would be destroyed
along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll would also be staggering, and some species of fish and snails would go extinct.
Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the imperiled greater sage
grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin. Please deny the
water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would
cause. In light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water
demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Olivia Lim
1062 Sundance Dr.
Fremont, CA 94539



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alex escott
30
duxbury, MA 02332



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Lemmo
36 s.Main Appartment 4
Alfred, NY 14802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allen Nel
16 Round The Green
Durban North, ot 4051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Whitney
14701 Dayton Ave. N. #114
Shoreline, WA 98133-6497
 



253-376-1704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeris Turner
3273F Nyeland Avenue
Oxnard, CA 93036
 



8054852752



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jennifer schultz
56 edgebrook est. #7
cheektowaga, NY 14227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kacey Donston
6140 CANARY RD
Westlake, OR 97493



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Boswell
2262 Terraridge Drive
Highlands Ranch, CO 80126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendell Hileman
1353 Indiantown Road
Somerset, PA 15501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Avryl MacDonald
Verdun Road, Delville
Johannesburg, Gauteng, ot 1401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
In my opinion ....Water is Sacred!! 
Save it for plants,and  creatures in this environment.  Do Not pump .  Aquifers are
essential.
Save the habitats.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Janet Neff
733 Loma Verde Ave, #B
Palo Alto, CA 94303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Efron
10129 main street apt 307
bellevue, WA 98004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary neptune
14005 se 38th st
vancouver, WA 98683



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Vicuna
1800 W.First St.
Monterey Park, CA 91754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul May
11 Hero Street
Eatons Hill, ot 4037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Maltzan
2505 D St
Sacramento, CA 95816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abby Earl
1215 Leewood Hollow
Tallahassee, FL 32312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Rosenthal
1328 S Sierra Bonita Av
LA, CA 90019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Henry Chavez
516 Atlantic Ave. SW
Albuquerque, NM 87102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Mackey
57 Bay St
Botany, ot 2019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ida Melin
ginstvägen
Nybrostrand, ot 27171



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Dreyer
23 Fulton Street, Tulisa Park
Johannesburg, ot 21971
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Leyser
416 Deerfield Ave.
Silver Spring, MD 20910
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Hale
7006 sw 4th Ave.
Portland, OR 97219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robyn Solis
18133 Via Calma
Rowland Heights, CA 91748



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Alp Capa
Ata Olgac Sok. 5/2
Emirgan
Istanbul, ot 34467





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marian Scena
179 Highland Ave.
Somerville, MA 02143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abraham Corpuz
3839 Amanda St Apt 106
West Covina, CA 91792



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Bone
3290 Godfrey Ave
Gilroy, CA 95020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Rinaldi
Pice Rd.
Pc, AL 36868



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Leeson
44 Hickory Court
Orwigsburg, PA 17961
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eloise  Byrnes
Harward
Brisbane, ot 14061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon LeVine
1509 Queen Anne Ave. North
Seattle, WA 98119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan Peter
6 Brevity Court
Binghamton, NY 13905-4114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angelica Schnyder
26 Redbud Ln.
New Florence, MO 63363



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Halberg
2055 Monterey Ln
Eugene, OR 97401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ines Moors
Spillheide
Essen, ot 45239



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vera De Moor
Sparrenstraat
Merelbeke, ot B - 9820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nikki Pacheco Theard
3693 South Puma Drive
Coeur d'Alene, ID 83814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Artman
401 Holland Ln. Apt.#425
Alexandria, VA 22314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ernesto Gomez
58 Rue de Paris, appt 6
Angouleme, ot 16000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Monnet
30124 Mulholland Hwy
Cornell, CA 91301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Veronica Carter
6919 Elm Drive
Alexandira, VA 22306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Miller
4122 Emory Rd.
El Paso, TX 79922
 



(915) 584-7088



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Shores
1021 S. Ash
Tempe, AZ 85281



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Kirsten Wert
Biology
159 Church Hill Road
Lenhartsville, PA 19534



 
(610) 763-6722



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dianne Poland
3860 Percheron Ave
Pahrump, NV 89048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Saltzer
755 Patterson Avenue
Glendale, CA 91202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbora Hatiarova
Sasinkova 1
Bratislava, ot 81108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CRISTINA PATELLI
MONTERIGGIONI
SIENA, ot 53035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yara Tethys
3234 22nd Ave W
SEATTLE, WA 98199



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
deborah kasman
120 Calle Candida
San Dimas, CA 91773



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robyn Wagoner
2611 62nd Ave NW
Olympia, WA 98502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Industrial Desig John R Petersen
172 Grapevine Road
Oak View, CA 93022
 



(805) 649-9620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Vlanti
Solonos 66
Athens, ot 10680



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Victoria Powers
1855 W Co Rd 350 N
North Vernon, IN 47265-8077



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alina Pereverzeva
University St. 132/31
Donetsk, ot 83004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sebastiano Sonego
Viale della Stazione 86
Tarcento, ot 33017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
andy middleton
794 Cherry St
Laporte, PA 18626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
genevieve Pieroni
la barque
fuveau, ot 13710



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Iryna Mishchuk
Dombrovskogo 110
Zhytomyr, ot 10029
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keith A. Scarmato
PO Box 2627
Seattle, WA 98111-2627



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Lyons
P O Box 1883 Somerset West
Somerset West
Cape TOwn, MO 07129



 
0761729125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pascale LHOUMEAU
2 bis rue de Sévy
Cérilly, ot 89320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tom moylan
3246 w 53rd ave
denver, CO 80221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marc Beschler
5 E 51st St Apt 4A
New York, NY 10022-5912



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Beschler
5 East 51st Street, #4B
New York, NY 10022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Ackerman
9705 NE 147th Ave.
Vancouver, WA 98682



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanne Dutto
150 Main Street
Torrington, CT 06790-5201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Tuscano
354 Graveyard Hill Rd
Bolivar, PA 15923



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanne Dutto
150 Main Street
Torrington, CT 06790-5201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
manuela brignoli
via montefiascone 17
pavia, ot 27100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tricia Tollenaar
140 Brewer Dr
Marquette, MI 49855



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Alexander
Box 4752
Lutherville, MD 21094
 



4106280618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Kanthoul
107 Saint Joseph Avenue
Long Beach, CA 90803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
teofan tomescu
Simion Popa 2;109;Sc.A;2
ARAD, ot 31027
 



40257368552



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marco ladetto
valle quiete 27
san mauro torinese, ot 10099
 



393396101735



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Barbara Bennigson
2339 Ramona Street
Palo Alto, CA 94301
 



(650) 329-0992



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
It is truly unfortunate that concerned citizens must take the time out of their busy lives to
try to ensure that our legacy of wild lands is left intact for future generations, so I'm writing
this before bed and just sticking with the text provided because my brain is too tired to add
anything of value.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Yovonne Autrey-Schell
360 Duck Lake Dr NE
Ocean Shores, WA 98569



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ian Hedwig
4405 N.Parkside
apt.1
Chicago, IL 60630





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Davis
49 forest ave
fox lake, IL 60020
 



2244565370



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
*******
I have been to the Great Basin, and been amazed by its diversity.  It is a world treasure,
and MUST be preserved.  I also have been to Las Vegas, and watched it grow and
encroach over the years on such areas as Red Rock.  Las Vegas has one of the highest
numbers of foreclosures in the country, which means people are losing their homes and, in
fact, might be leaving the area.  I also have stayed in Las Vegas hotels and seen the



totally profligate use of water, from artificial lakes to fountains and green, green lawn
areas.  In a desert area?  How wasteful!
 
Why should we destroy an amazing natural area to funnel water to a city that may not
even be able to sustain the population it has?  Las Vegas is reckless and greedy.
 
We don't need another Owens Valley.  Greedy people in Los Angeles ruined California's
Mono Lakes area and the Central Valley.
 
LEAVE THE GREAT BASIN--A NATIONAL TREASURE THAT BELONGS TO ME AND
OTHER AMERICAN CITIZENS--ALONE!  That water is MINE!    
 
Sincerely,
 
Helene Whitson
1824 Arch Street
Berkeley, CA 94709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
D Yermolenko
195 nw 95th ave
Portland, OR 97229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Hughes
9256 Irvington Avenue
San Diego, CA 92123-3129
 



619-726-7084



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Sherman
1923 Marin Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie-Lane Sada
12 Hawkswell Walk
Woking, ot GU21 3RR



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Hoover-Adams
1125.E. Ave. R  Apt. D-4
Palmdale, CA 93550-1409



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cristiano Bombardi
Via Longo, 57
Dozza (BO), ot 40060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Lopez
1130 Glenda Way
reno, NV 89509



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ED MOSS
9353 de camp dr.
la mesa , CT 91942



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Ross
14715 Barryknoll Ln. #148
Houston, TX 77079-2815



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Tickell III
1535 Carmel St.
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Simpson-Loizou
216 Ben Venue Rd.
Fombell, PA 16123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
visam bajt
lucija
portoroz, ot 63200



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rita Salazar-Ashford
1051 S. El Molino Ave.
Pasadena, , CA 91106-4415



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Leslee Eldard
10556 Reeds Landing Circle
Burke, VA 22015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danny McCarthy
46 Lawrence Avenue
Maynooth County Kildare, ot none
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
petar eftimov
Rougletz,5
Sofia, ot 1574



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Mugnai
Via dei Biancospini 35
Tirrenia (Pisa), ot 56018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bart Farell
28 Fountain St.
Clinton, NY 13323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Seth Mirsky
25 Rocky Road
Westport Island, ME 04578



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Darcy Orsini
637 West 5th St
Erie, PA 16507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adriana Guidi
14410 Magnolia Blvd.#1
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Spencer
22620 93rd Place West
Edmonds, WA 98020-4516
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Vogel
83-5621 Mamalahoa Hwy
Captain Cook, HI 96704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Jean F Goetinck
2940 W Milton Rd
Tucson, AZ 85746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mark howell
Box 9AA
Glorieta, NM 87535



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Bearsley
2817 25 St SW
Calgary, AB T3E 1Y1



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Dyke
6045 McKeon Ponderosa Way
Foresthill, CA 95631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Petranto
117 Crystal Court
Novato, CA 94949



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole McGregor
1402 Washpool Road
Stroud, ot 2425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maria m
viab
roma, ot 00100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
AJ Summers
3232 Santa Clara Ave.
El Cerrito, CA 94530-3843



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katie Jones
104 WInding Way
Lebanon, IN 46052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martyn Roberts
Weavers Chase
Wakefield, ot WF2 9UE



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MARINA BENITEZ
827 W 93rd St
Los Angeles, CA 90044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Alan Haggard
1828 Gateway Dr.
San Diego, CA 92105-5104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anne moir
29 the kyles
Kirkcaldy, ot ky1 2qg



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tomasz Nakonieczny
Topograficzna 8
Warszawa, ot 00-910
 



502 790 575



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Reifinger
Weinsteig 74
Grossrussbach, ot 2114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Larsen
350 S 200 E, unit 608
Salt Lake, UT 84111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicolette Smith
Blouvlei Rd
Wellington, ot 7654



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
STEVEN SPARKS
446 SHORTRIDGE AVE
ROCHESTER HILLS, MI 48307-5139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Terrall
363 Helman St
Ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marina Jirotka
Marlborough Rd
Oxford, ot OX1 4LT



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kerrye raven
704  S. 4th. Ave
Kelso, WA 98626
 



360-200-2218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evelyne Panny
Coloniale avenue 18
Brussels, ot B-1770



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Bryant
2652 Oak Knoll Dr.
Los Alamitos, CA 90720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Slaven
2309 Ticonderoga St.
Schererville, IN 46375



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvia Laano
47-402 Kamehameha Hwy.
Kaneohe, HI 96744-4738
 



808-239-9831



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Vercammen
Ballaarstraat
Antwerp, ot 2018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deb Fahey
202 North Country Club Dr
Warwick, RI 02888
 



4012619583



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Snodgrass
175 Chestnut St Apt 808
Manchester, NH 03101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. George G. Huguenin
2324 S. Camino
Tucson, AZ 85710
 



(520) 722-4804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Asli Gedik
Hafenstrasse 1
Frankfurt, ot 60323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
An Woestenborghs
Ballaarstraat
Antwerp, ot 2018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gwendolyn Harrison
2 Seaview Drive
Santa Barbara, CA 93108-2846



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Central Committe Norma J F Harrison
Realtor
1312 Cornell
Berkeley, CA 94702



 
1-510-526-3968



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ana Aranguren
Av. Salsidu 35
Getxo, ot 48991



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Nishikawa
6215 Meridian Ave
San Jose, CA 95120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Shah
Ardena
Ardena, CA 43058
 



91-6115-231855



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Perry
Msuka Street
Mbabane, ot H100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Bartnick
231 Carlton Ave. SE
Grand Rapids, MI 49506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris McCabe
St Jude's
Cambridge, ot 11111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evinna Englezou
A.Kon/pouloy 1
Thessaloniki, ot 54634



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Tucker
12 Queens Road
Tunbridge Wells, ot TN4 9LU



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tina tine'
414 n. forest park blvd. #725
knoxville, TN 37919
 



865-584-4029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Nelson
P.O.  Box 682512
Franklin, TN 37068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Maria
Via Maresciallo Giardino 25/A
Paderno Dugnano (MI), AL 20037
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
SVEVA GRAMMATICO
via celico, 27
ROME, ot 00128
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Gillham
7355 Stanford Ave.
St. Louis, MO 63130-2935



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Coffey
494 Blossom Rd
Rochester, NY 14610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alison Johncox
367 Lakeshore rd
Port hope, ON L1a1r2



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eugene Majerowicz
4449 Presidio Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90008-4821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellyn Sutton
P.O. Box 18754
Spokane, WA 99228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Barrett
1723 Old Lascassas Dr
Murfreesboro, TN 37130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Blair
1206 Britt Drive
Arlington, TX 76013
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary camardo
6 barron blvd
grayslake, IL 60030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sally Purbrick-Illek
255 West Vista Ave. S.
Salem, OR 97302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvie Groslambert
rue bois gotha 102
Liege, ot 4000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Simmons
949 Old Gainesboro Hwy
Cookeville, TN 38501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Marinus Prins
Schwedenring 30
Bornhöved, ot 24619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randall Hartman
2345  vermont
Torrance, CA 90503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvia Anderson
628 Dorado place Se
Albuquerque, NM 87123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margalit Chu
6739 Richmond Ave
Richmond, CA 94805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clarke Fullerton
Nursery Rd
Belfast, ot BT42 2QD



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Drop
egge 1
Albrandswaard, ot 3171DE



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Francee Levin
307 Summit Townes Way
Columbia, SC 29229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Schönbächler Cyril
Amis 5
Geneva, ot 1201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jose Blanco
La Coruña, 8
Zaragoza, Spain, ot 50007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Mitchell
1262 Sweetwater Lane
Naples, FL 34110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Carter
Colleyhole Farm
Stoke-on-Trent, ot st10 2js



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Just what kind of condition of Mother Earth would you like to leave for future generations of
your family?
Sincerely,
 
Darlene Barber
P.O. Box  217



Lyon Mountain, NY 12952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. H. Dennis  Shumaker
402 W. Market St.
Marietta, PA 17547



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sondra Katz
10905 Lombardy Road
Silver Spring, MD 20901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Ravenscroft
2712 Alcatraz Ave.
Berkeley, CA 94705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Houlihan
Killarney
currow
County Kerry, ot none





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Razaq Capra
1640 poin
Los Angeles, CA 90046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doc Singles
3706A Belmont Blvd.
Nashville, TN 37215
 



615.775.8907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doc Singles
3706A Belmont Blvd.
Nashville, TN 37215
 



615.775.8907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Gruenewald
18756 47th Avenue NE
Lake Forest Park, WA 98155



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you, because I care deeply about the Great Basin (and all the plants and
animals that live there) and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request, to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water (annually) from the aquifers in
central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump water to southern Nevada, to support
unsustainable growth, when there are viable means of meeting the water needs, through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer (you), to deny an application, for an interbasin transfer of water, if he finds that
the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound", for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute (it seems only
reasonable), to deem that the water authority's request (is not environmentally sound).
Especially, given the catastrophic and irreversible impacts (that would occur), as a result of
this groundwater extraction, as documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft
environmental impact statement", for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications, based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts, they would cause.
 
In light of other options (available to the authority), for meeting reasonable water demands,
their current (right of way) application, should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lawrence McTigue



P.O. Box 6373
Kent, WA 98064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
AngelaRose Anthousa Howard
P. O. Box 1317
Pueblo, CO 81002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brandy Ramos
204 Pamela Dr.
San Antonio, TX 78223
 



2105344401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Victoria Medina
8 Sampaguita
Rosario
Pasig, ot 1609





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Krueger
6214 Johnson Street
Merrillville, IN 46410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicoletta Bernardi
Vocabolo Fiori, 111/N
Terni, ot 05100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Penley
Bellamyplein 34 hs
Amsterdam, ot 1053 AT



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Kaylee Draper
 
Kaylee Draper
Findlay Drive
Collingwood, ON L9Y 3Y9





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tania Jesus
1024 West Bay Ave
Newport Beach, CA 92661



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex Barnard
Coot Road
cape town, ot 7441



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pieter Bolhuis
Paddepoelsterweg 17
Groningen, ot 9747AH



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Bourla
1469 Hampstead Rd.,
Wynnewood,, PA 19096



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Celeste Hong
4758 Cromwell Ave
LA, CA 90027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mari Deliou
arethousas 5
thessaloniki, ot 54633



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
E. James  Nedeau
2278 Harding Ave.
Muskegon, MI 49441-1322



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessika Kiel
Antwerp
Antwerp, ot 2000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
margaret trickett
15 Foston Road
Leicester, ot LE8 5QP



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel J. & Robin  J Sanchez
1063 Redwing Dr.
crossville, TN 38572-3524



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel J. & Robin  J Sanchez
1063 Redwing Dr.
crossville, TN 38572-3524



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel J. & Robin  J Sanchez
1063 Redwing Dr.
crossville, TN 38572-3524



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tanis fletcher
62 wild harbor rd
north falmouth, MA 02556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Bachelder
1598 Sir Francis Drake, Blvd #2
San Anselmo, CA 94960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
victoria  bejarano
1008 woodland dr.
bedford , TX 76022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amalia Ramirez
c/ General Margallo 10
Madrid, ot 28020
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for your time in reading this letter.
 
Yours sincerely,
 
Nick Ballantine-Drake
130 Cowley Road, Littlemore



Oxford, ot OX4 3TL



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Costa
354 Roosevelt Drive
Mahanoy City, PA 17948-3122
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Dvorak
1825 St. Charles
Alameda, CA 94501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela DaSilva
10013 Mardagen St
Las Vegas, NV 89183



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doris Sutter
Letzistrasse 12
Neuenhof, ot 5432



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Supersano
2244 Escalera Way
Reno, NV 89523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
simon thomas
7 rhoden road
oswaldtwistle, AK bb5 3qq



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Costa
Porto
Porto, ot 4100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carine Michiels
Aartstraat 52
Herdersem, ot 09310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marianne Tjorning
Rolfsvej 21
Copenhagen, ot DK-2000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
P. Marcus Boswell
35 S. Logan St. #402
Denver, CO 80209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lenore O Fenn
19 Sylvia St.
Lexington, MA 02421



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Silvia Malnis
via Maggiore 4
Polcenigo (PN), ot 33070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jason Bowman
4361 Turnbridge Dr
Sacramento, CA 95823 1931



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
April King
212 W 85th St., Apt 1W
New York, NY 10024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marleen geudens
prelaathamuslaan 11
westerlo, CA 2260



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Wenzer
14011 Chestnut Ct.
Laurel, MD 20707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristian Taylor
7007 W Indian School Rd
Phoenix, AZ 85033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tova Cohen
4374 Bedford Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11229
 



718-648-3070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. John H. Anderson
4042 Albatross Apt 38
San Diego, CA 92103-1981
 



619 297 6057



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Becky Anderson
2043 Ponderosa Ct
Bellingham, WA 98229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mike butche
2660 carriage court
aurora, IL 60504-5238



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Brian Cottingham
320 W. 64th St.
Inglewood, CA 90302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Micheline ELSEGOOD
24 KING GEORGE STREET INNALOO
PERTH, ot 6018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there. i am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Rose Lernberg
831 Balra Drive
El Cerrito, CA 94530
 



(510) 527-2194



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colleen McDuling
46 Frogwell Park
Chippenham, UK, ot SN14 0RB



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Green
28 Derby Rd
Uxbridge, ot ub82nd



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evan Beattie
2 Tyler Ct
Irvine, CA 92602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dee Randolph
12059 Andy Mtn. Rd.
Yankee Hill, CA 95965-0500



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katharina Staffler
Petzetstr. 28
81245 Munich, ot 81245
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shawn johnson
po box 4017
beaverton, OR 97076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cynthia papermaster
1907 mcgee
berkeley, CA 94703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Lee Kohler
1238 Coburg Rd
Eugene, OR 97401
 



541 686-0049



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
k chippi
po 17
Nederland, CO 80466



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Boel Stridbeck
3 Fynbos Street
Johannesburg, ot 2194



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
verfaillie claudine
rue barthou
st max, AK 54130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Weinfeld
226 Moosehead Dr
Aptos, CA 95003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Davis
2442 NW Market Street, #150
Seattle, WA 98107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Howson
30 Angell Ave. #1
Johnston, RI 02919



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janette Mallouh
Weyham Rd
Weymouth, MA 02191



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mircea Nita
Walter Maracineanu
Craiova, ot 200469



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marialoreto landi
fisciano
salerno, ot 84084



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Delia Mihaela Papa
Via Roma
Udine, ot 33100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael McCall
717 Se 139th Ave Apt 275
Vancouver, WA 98683



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
meher toorkey
65 Cholmley Gardens
London, ot NW6 1



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rita Belazariene
Rodunios kelias 24-24
Vilnius, ot LT-01104
 



+370 674 34 625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kellie huynh
1465 municipal ave
plano, TX 75074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Wolfe
977 Royal Rd.
Annville, PA 17003-2410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Lippert
859 N Marshfield Ave.
Chicago, IL 60622



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Vignapiano
215 Adams St.
Brooklyn, NY 11201
 



7185962383



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Manuela Scalise
via galleria 1
Trieste, ot 34100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gitte Santini
Strandgaardsvej 40
Jaegerspris, AE 3630
 



+4547531788



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvester PoveaMaciel
1250 East Almond Avenue
Madera, CA 93637



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Hendel
30W 63rd Street
New York, NY 10023-7103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angie Sanchez Franck
Administrative Assistant
976 Oak Grove Rd
Concord, CA 94518-3231



 
832 864 2536



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LUISA chiodi
VIALE DEL PASUBIO, 74
VICENZA, ot 36100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jessy Barate
281 impasse ste Anne
Allauch, ot 13190



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. bill galli
16 parker st.
n.adams, MA 01247-2443
 



4136637856



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Martin
W. Fayette St
Connellsville, PA 15425-2608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sacha todd
1840 N Leverett apt 7
fayetteville, AR 72703
 



4795958440



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ken moore
12 barbour road
new york, NY 11256



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Jeffery
Freshwater Drive
Poole, ot BH15 4JG



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,   Dave Ebert
 
David Ebert
4614 SW 10th Ave
Cape Coral, FL 33914



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
diletta bianco
via ponte prelle
vico canavese, ot 10080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alain DUMONT
21, Rue Jean-Baptiste COLLIN
STENAY, ot 55700
 



0329803411



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
TERRY KIRBY
justinhaugh
FORFAR, ot DD8 3SF



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Joncus
25 Dongan Place
New York, NY 10040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Joiner
7290 Greenfarms Dr.
Cincinnati, OH 45224
 



513-729-1818



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maya Puerta
palama
marseille, ot 13013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
linda mathew
Lot 1 Federal Drive
Federal, ot 11111
 



0403 99 7478



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liliana Fonseca
Rua João de Castro Osório
Lisboa, ot 180023099



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
PK Doyle
4309 N. Whipple Street
Chicago, IL 60618-1315



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Johnston
9052 N. Eaglestone Lp.
Tucson, AZ 85742
 



520-744-3296



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CLAUDINE CAILLET
10 RUE THIBAUD
PARIS, ot 75014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bettina Lorenz
Am Sielsee 5
Rhede, ot 26899



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ardyth Hoffer hallicola
9670 raven loop
Grand ronde, OR 97347



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Wentling
2248 NE 4th #26
Bend, OR 97701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jacqueline mason
1819 Peachtree Blvd
saint cloud, FL 34769-1606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john seeburger
8 lakeside club sw
lakewood, WA 98498-5244



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Audra Harding
6825 W. Drexel Rd.
Tucson, AZ 85757



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruna SOLARI
Via T.S. Lorenzo, 55
MONEGLIA, ot 16037
 



+390185491100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Salzman
196 Baker Brook Road
Williamsville, VT 05362



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Gilbert
16-D Foxfire Drive
Asheville, NC 28803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robert zank
23 Central St.
lowell, MA 01852



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abraham Omorenimwen  Oboruemuh
c/o aguebor austin 9 ebo street off oba market road benin city e
Riverside, CA 92515
 



+2347055564388



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Alice Simpson
1503 Wood Rd.
Fulton, CA 95439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cristina Gatti
employee
viale Jonio 111
Roma, ot 00141





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John and Martha Stoltenberg
N8362 State Highway 67, P.O. Box 596
Elkhart Lake, WI 53020
 



(920) 876-2184



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Blincoe
929 E. Foothill Blvd Spc 165
Upland, CA 91786



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Steckler
6633 Duryea Ct.
Brooklyn, NY 11219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Dowling
6312-07 Reafield Dr
Charlotte, NC 28226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Evans
620 W 19th St
Houston, TX 77008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carol 1991
11575 Purdy Rd
Fillmore, NY 14735



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
martina miscioscia
via tiziano vecellio 12
monza, ot 20900



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janalee Roy
4828 Slayden Rd NE
Tacoma, WA 98422



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Kraus
10 Traverse Drive
Plymouth Meeting, PA 19462



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth O'Brien
6 Hastings Ln
Rochester, NY 14617-2535
 



585-286-9925



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M. Dürrenberg
Lohkoppelweg
Hamburg, ot 22529



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Although I live in an urban environment I have been camping in the Great Basin area for
over 20 years and respect the importance of maintaining the ecological balance in the
region.  Water is indeed the key to life.  Las Vegas is a desert - don't pump water from the
Great Basin for LV's golf courses etc that have no place to be there!
 
It is appalling that the Southern Nevada Water Authority would request to pump and export
57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrub land
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and spring
snails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the
imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



F Hammer
1490 Chestnut St
San Francisco, CA 94123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Rudolph E Radau
engineer
1025 E. Alta Vista St.
Tucson, AZ 85719



 
(520) 907-4683



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anne roberts
32a ross street
melbourne, ot 31421



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michele quintric
14 bd albert Joly
Poissy, ot 78300



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glenn Gallagher
2020 Penngrove Street
SPC 19
Simi Valley, CA 93065-2369





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Becker
319 Crestwood
Oxford, MI 48371



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Logan Johnson
4050 Admiral Dr
Chamblee, GA 30341
 



6478482497



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs Leslie Johnson
62 Riverlake Drv.
Rowland, NC 28383
 



910 5227183



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
April Wilk
11428 Banner Court #3105
#3105
Orlando, FL 32821



 
407-239-2576



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abraham Omorenimwen  Oboruemuh
c/o aguebor austin 9 ebo street off oba market road benin city e
Riverside, CA 92515
 



+2347055564388



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abraham Omorenimwen  Oboruemuh
c/o aguebor austin 9 ebo street off oba market road benin city e
Riverside, CA 92515
 



+2347055564388



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlie Melwing
25304 President Ave.
Harbor City, CA 90710



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Executive Board George Stadnik
24-66 44 Street
Astoria, NY 11103-2002
 



718-204-1891



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shane Marrone
51275 Dorstan Dr.
Bass Lake, CA 93644



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ginger witmer
1004 caln meetinghouse rd
coatesville, PA 19320-2111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Colgan
1202 Northview Road
Baltimore, MD 21218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colleen Pearson
Box 167 2578-130th Ave
Matherville, IL 61263



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Zang
237 Les Springs Dr.
Sedona, AZ 86336



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Anthony Plowright
10 Square des Saisons
Courbevoie, ot 92400



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
catherine marois
141 Vanderburgh Ave
Rutherford, NJ 07070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat  Rose
563 Gershwin Dr.
Largo, FL 33771
 



(727) 535-4631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Erickson
9815 Quakertown Ave.
Chatsworth, CA 91311



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erika Ghiano
Via Lanzo
Cirié, ot 10073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nataliya Syarova
1827 Veteran Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90025-4565
 



3105261216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fabienne Oubrayrie
53 rue Charles Baudelaire
NICE, ot 06100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Miller
Address
Franklin, NJ 07416



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Dr Barry T T Rubin
2 Purfleet Place
King's Lynn, ot PE30



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeremy Hinkson
521 WILSON AV
SACRAMENTO, CA 95833
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jo dortch
4205 Buckner lane
Paducah, KY 42001-5341



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
José Manuel Asenjo
ctra. de Villacastin
Segovia, ot 40006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Dobkin
2243 N. Summit
Milwaukee, WI 53202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bryan Baier
1200 S Jackson St
Denver, CO 80210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glenn Herrick
206 First Ave
Salt Lake City, UT 84103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alessandra Areni
Via Due Ponti 248
Roma, ot 00189



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Taylor
street
perth, ot ph1 1qx



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Angela Monterisi
via del Carro, 36
Bisceglie, ot 70052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Hall
408 Burgenstock Dr
Lansing, MI 48917-3086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon MacNeil
29 West St. Apt. 3
Groton, MA 01450-1261



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Damir valecic
soko
zag, CA 10090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Candy LeBlanc
4361 Turnbridge Dr
Sacramento, CA 95823



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sanja Lalic
soko
zagreb, NE 10090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nina Valecic
soko
zagreb, NE 10090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Niemeyer
118 Fall Mountain Lake Road
Terryville, CT 06786
 



(860) 760-0310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sam Hamian
2200 S Cypress Bend Dr.
Pompano Beach, FL 33069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marla Pridemore
1108 CLeveland Ave
Hamilton, OH 45013
 



513-856-9071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Tobias
2711 Locust Drive
Pittsburgh, PA 15241



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Nobel
P.O. Box 144
Bangor, ME 04401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dee Peterson
4096 S. Evergreen
Tucson, AZ 85730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Ashcroft
Darzona,   Quenchwell Road
Carnon Downs, Truro UK, ot TR3 6LZ



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annie Wei
Ueenslnd
Queensland, CO 4870



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Antonello Imborgia
Via Rocco Jemma, 73
Palermo, ot 90127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Izzo
6490 Kinney Creek
Evergreen, CO 80439
 



(303) 674-8844



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I CARE DEEPLY ABOUT THE GREAT BASIN AND ALL
PLANTS AND ANIMALS THAT LIVE THERE, AND AM APPALLED AT THE SOUTHERN
NEVADA WATER AUTHORITY'S REQUEST TO PUMP AND EXPORT 57 BILLION
GALLONS OF WATER ANNUALLY FROM OUR AQUIFERS IN CENTRAL AND
EASTERN NEVADA.  WHY WOULD WE PUMP OUR WATER TO SOUTHERN NEVADA
TO SUPPORT UNSUSTAINABLE GROWTH WHEN THERE ARE VIABLE MEANS OF
MEETING THE WATER NEEDS THROUGH INCREASED CONSERVATION, SMART
GROWTH MANAGEMENT AND DESALINATION OPTIONS?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the CATASTROPHIC AND
IRREVERSIBLE IMPACTS THAT WOULD OCCUR AS A RESULT OF THIS
GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION, as documented in the Bureau of Land Management's
"draft environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
WATER TABLES WOULD DROP BY 200 FEET; 192,000-PLUS ACRES OF PRIME
GREAT BASIN SHRUBLAND HABITATS WOULD BE DRIED, DESTROYED and
converted to dryland grasses and annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass
and Sahara mustard. EIGHT THOUSAND ACRES OF WETLANDS WOULD BE
DESTROYED ALONG WITH 310 SPRINGS AND 125 MILES OF PERENNIAL
STREAMS.
 
THE TOLL ON SPECIES WOULD ALSO BE STAGGERING, AND SOME SPECIES OF
DESERT FISH AND SPRINGNAILS WOULD GO EXTINCT.  Widespread harm to other
species would occur, including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow
flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Carolyn Ricketts
207 Riverside Road
Edgewater, MD 21037-1507
 
(410) 956-0382



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S Nam
165 Bennett Avenue, #4L
New York, NY 10040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lawrence miller
5901 mount eagle dr apt 1403
alexandria, VA 22303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
giuseppe mussini
cavalli
crema, ot 26013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom  Ellis
815 W. Florence Ave
DeLand, FL 32720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
BRUCE OLIVER
1735 BLAIR ST
CHRISTIANSBURG, VA 24073
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Willis Gravelle
1630-A 30th St #169
Boulder, CO 80301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JOHN LEWIS
3 EVERETT RD
CARMEL, NY 10512
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christian Comstock
1300 Severn Rd.
Richmond, VA 23229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rene Caputo
1023 Crawford Dairy Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. jeanette capotorto
16 plum tree lane
commack, NY 11725
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nellie Medlin
1393 Hwy 305 N
Olive Branch, MS 38654



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monique Friedland
P.O. Box 785225
Sandton, ot 2146



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Weikel
153 Beaverdale St.
Mount Carmel, PA 17851



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary bernard
57 chestnut street
central falls, RI 02863



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abigail Howes
105 Bayview Ave.
Berkley, MA 02779



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bettina wilkinson
121 twinbrook road
valencia, PA 16059
 



724 898 2837



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Jain
206 Park Ave.
Nevada City, CA 95959



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriele Reinhart
Steinergasse 36/15/1
Vienna, ot 1230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Frank X.  Kleshinski
209 North Drive
Jeannette, PA 15644-9629
 



7248538598



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Briggitte Arnold
Cami de la Calderona
Gilet, ot 46149



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danielle Adkins
140 Chapel Way
Bumpass, VA 23024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randy  Gilbert
439 Melrose Ave.
Decatur, GA 30030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Bonnell
3562 Ridgebriar
Dallas, TX 75234
 



972-247-6442



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emilio Andres Araya
7142 19e Avenue
Montreal, QC h2a2l3



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen Wagner
5285 Church St
Munnsville, NY 13409-0235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Johnnie Prosperie
851 CR 4191
Nacogdoches, TX 75961
 



(936) 569-7056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Todd Ramsey
202 Shenandoah Dr.
Shenandoah, TX 77381
 



(281) 410-2719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kurt Joksch
Kaeferkreuzgasse 27/9
Klosterneuburg, ot 3400



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
annie Bertrand
8 rue st jean de garguier
marseille, ot 13004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Desmond
15522 Moorpark st
Encino, CA 91536



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Stone
215 Wye Ave
Easton, MD 21601
 



410-819-0401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lysa holt
108 marsden road
west ryde, ot 2114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valerie Barney
1000 S. 14th Ave. W.
Newton, IA 50208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lesley Hudak
3 Rita Way
Orinda, CA 94563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Delphine Beugnot
residence 37
PARIS, ot 75013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Sennett
P. O. Box 106
Lewistown, MT 59457



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Howenstein
723 Havenwood Circle
St. Louis, MO 63122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terri Voitik
2651 Prairieview Lane So.
Aurora, IL 60502-2305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Kawa
343 Joel Blvd #112D
Lehigh Acres, FL 33936



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret & Tim  Brown
Whitford Road, Kilmington
Kilmington
Axminster, ot EX13 7RG





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat  Rose
563 Gershwin Dr.
Largo, FL 33771
 



(727) 535-4631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve dupre
19 cemetery road
stafford, CT 06076
 



860-455-3279



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.Keep up the good work.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andy Elliott
Silvers. Pd.
Belfast,BT14 8GR, ot BT14 8GR
 



+44(0)7789472881



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth O'Halloran
27 Green Lane
Kettering, ot NN16 0DA



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Obviously, draining the water is a stupid move. But that doesn't seem to stop the people
who want to make a fast buck. Please help stop them! The artificiality of establishing a
gambling and entertainment city in the middle of the desert caused this havoc. There is no
place for this kind of narrowness considering the state of the planet.
 
Sincerely,



 
Sean Allen
3014 W. Wm. Cannon Dr.
# 932
Austin, TX 78745
 
(512) 377-9421



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Robert McIvor
Retired
686A Flamingo Drive
Ormond Beach, FL 32176



 
408996-1010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Ziegler
PO Box 115
Port Washington, WI 53074-0115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jenn harper
524 turkey hill rd
red hook, NY 12571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Murphey
8722 Eulalie Ave
Brentwood, MO 63144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gloria Sappier
886 Taylor Rd
Pikeville, TN 37367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Walklet
Wood Street
london, ot e17



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Arrabaca
4319 Albany Post Rd.
Hyde Park, NY 12538



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teaching Assista Mark Knight
Teaching Assistant
20 S. Garfield St.
Arlington, VA 22204





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Polly Brickel
151 Godfrey Terrace
East Aurora, NY 14052
 



7166555226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tony Piselli
8963 Back Road
Maurertown, VA 22644



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zuleta Laura
Mz 8 Cs 23 Poblado 2
Pereira, ot 660444



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Chapman
66 Sand Dunes Road
Santa Rosa Beach, FL 32459



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Beloshutskaya
Geroev Stalingrada
Kiev, ot 04210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Martens
403 Lady Bug Ln
Vernon, CT 06066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Building in deserts was and remains a mistake. I am appalled at the expense of supplying
water to sources that should not exist.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine McGill



520 Tallahassee Tr
Canon City, CO 81212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Daniello
PO Box 10622
Swanzey, NH 03446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sandra arapoudis
michail lambrou 3
rhodos, AL 85100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john martinez
323 n. soto st.
east los angeles, CA 90033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mike ferro
87 searsville rd
south dennis, MA 02660-3795
 



5083674630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bea Leising, OSF
248 Roslyn St.
Buffalo, NY 14215-3941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wayne Irvin
145 Riding Lane
Southern Pines, NH 28387



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Drew Foley
7406 Springvale Drive
Louisville, KY 40241
 



502-326-5526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Todd Horne
2019 NE 15th Ave
PORTLAND, OR 97212-4412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ken canty
p.o.box 643
oxford, MA 01540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jan-Paul Alon
5 Pebble Lane
Cherry Hill, NJ 08002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karl Hunting
E3 Riverview Drive
South River, NJ 08882



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Mauri
476 Clinton Avenue
Brooklyn, NY 11238



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mihalj Alfeldi
*---
Pancevo, ot 26000
 



+381603011111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Sims
700 West End Avenue - 3D
New York, NY 10025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Under the proposed transfer, water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of
prime Great Basin shrubland habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland
grasses and annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard.
Eight thousand acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125
miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species would go extinct.
Widespread harm to other species would occur.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. .
 
Sincerely,
 
Louis Cox
360 Toad Rd.
Charlotte, VT 05445-9168



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Hoffmaster
950 Michigan Ave
Adrian, MI 49221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ralf Mekle
Goethestrasse 4
Berlin, ot 10623



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Huggins
108 Stepp Ponderosa Trail
Hendersoncille, NC 28792
 



8286858105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Costanza Olschki
Via Adriani 23
Firenze, ot 50126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mario giannone
via puglia 11
florence, ot 50145



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
enzo mulas
via c.salutati 44
florence, ot 50126
 



3494019179



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mario giannone
via puglia 11
florence, ot 50145



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Langlois
4132 E Cascalote Dr
Cave Creek, AZ 85331



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jordi Sala
Entenza
Barcelona, ot 08029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriel Lautaro
6014 Martin Luther King Jr Way
Oakland, CA 94609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Roggenstein
3852 Dunes Rd.
Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glenn Andersen
1086 Hwy 65
Evergreen, CO 80439
 



303-670-8636



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alicea Campos
8847 Breezefield
San Antonio, TX 78240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sally melton
711 West 2nd Street
Medford, OR 97501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Johnston
940 Peach Ct.
Hollister, CA 95023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Weaver
3066 terramar Drive
Chamblee, GA 30341-4613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JB Coleman
201 Ginger Lane
Easley, SC 29642-1319



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tatiana HRYNYSZYN
743 Sanford Ave
Newark, NJ 07106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gina Bagnoli
194 Olde Colony Drive
New Castle, PA 16105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emilia Lausz
6279 Laurel Rd
Pocono Summit, PA 18346



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michalis Theodosiou
11,Orestiados Street,Agios Athanasios
Lemesos, ot 4107
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Parr
Devonshire Drive
Devonshire Drive
Derby, CA DE39HA





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Cline
13375 Atlantic Rd.
Strongsville, OH 44149-3922
 



0727530148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colleen McGrath
1193 Woodfield Court
Palm Hatbor, FL 34684



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Mikulich
11425 Burton
Sugar Creek, MO 64054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sandi Covell
1183 Alemany Blvd.
San Francisco, CA 94112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caroline Nogueira
rj 116
Rio de Janeiro, ot 28680000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Tanner
63 Heathfield
Mount Pleasant
Swansea, ot 00000





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katie Greenberg
3125 Tibbett Ave
Bronx, NY 10463



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Yoder
337 Velva Dr.
Chesapeake, VA 23325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Luke Shafnisky
5220 Pennsylvania St
Whitehall, PA 18052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Wessman
723 Pelhamdale Ave
Pelham, NY 10803-1013
 



914-738-0326



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. michelle wong
1199 Monterey Road
South Pasadena, CA 91030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jude sky
Lake Drive
Kensington, CA 94708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Morag MacDonald
726 Bremen Road
waldoboro, ME 004572



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carmen Corredoira
Beiramar-1
La Coruña, ot 15172



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheila Squier
110 Columbia Street
Ithaca, NY 14850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Minehart
57 Kiel Ave.
Kinnelon, NJ 07405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anette stauske
wehrdeich 87
hamburg, ot 21035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Heard
649 SE 31st Avenue
Homestead, FL 33033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hilary Politis
533 Rookwood Place
Charlottesville, VA 22903-4735



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wayne Brumley
932 Ridgewood Dr.
Fort Wayne, IN 46805
 



260-443-3878



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clara Beeler
2202 N. CR 275 E.
Logansport, IN 46947
 



5747221778



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gina Garza-Pena
822 Randall Road
Weatherford, TX 76087
 



9403537949



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gina Garza-Pena
822 Randall Road
Weatherford, TX 76087
 



9403537949



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Hueber
342 Westbrook Hills Dr
Syracuse, NY 13215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Housewife Nicki Stoneman
412 Chester St.
Painesville, OH 44077
 



440-350-0895



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
katherine yeboah
3641 s sepulveda
los angeles, CA 90034-6817



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Cator
2412 Waterstone Drive
Cedar Hill, TX 75104-2401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. jeanne A gowe
22 dunmore st
quincy, MA 02169
 



(617) 773-6502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Dulgarian
74 Upland Road
Cambridge, MA 02140-2704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Wolfe
53 Millstone Drive
Concord, NH 03301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andras Antal
Alsomalom u. 11
Pecs, ot 7622



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Corriere
1662 E. Main St.
Brawley, CA 92227-9508
 



(760) 222-8315



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MARILYN & TOM FINNELLI
1847 EAGLES PT.
APOPKA, FL 32712-2055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Metcalf
1333 Lake Road
Panton, VT 05491
 



802-475-2121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
patricia santinello
141 labelle street
westspringfield, MA 01089



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terri Sanford
343 Bent Tree Dr
PRATTVILLE, AL 36067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caroline Barker
8 North Street
Scarborough, ME 04074
 



207-751-4673



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Hackney
Backbower Lane
Hyde, ot sk14 5ns



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Wille
4523 Holiday Breeze Place NE
Albuquerque, NM 87111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elvira bullo
via delle folaghe 26
via delle folaghe 26 dese 30173 venezia Italy
venice, ot 30173



 
0415417605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maria-cristina marinescu
1487 wesyview dr
yorktown heights, NY 10598



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jace Iversen
836 So. Eliseo Dr.
Greenbrae, CA 94904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doris Dahan Rmeily
BICKFAYA MAIN ROAD
Bickfaya main road
Mteileb, Matn, ot 00005





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Seymour
9326 Cropper Isl Rd.
Newark, MD 21841
 



410.641.1373



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Somers
25144 SW 17th Ave.
Newberry, FL 32669



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacqueline Sowa Colyer
605 Buck Run Road
East Fallowfield, PA 19320-4250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allan Peterson
5397 Soundside Drive
Gulf Breeze, FL 32563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bijoy Mishra
1090 mahtab road, pin-751002
bhubaneswar, IN NK T 4
 



9338215644



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Martin
228 Kempton Drive
Berea, OH 44017-2317
 



440-234-7462



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosario Rodriguez
c/ Vayreda
Barcelona, ot 08035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tina gardner
1111 knollwood dr
safety harbor, FL 34695



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Carland
33 ESty St
Ashland, MA 01721



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Hemingway
1250w.roberts st.
Orange City, FL 32763



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Hardy
101 Welford Road, Blaby
Leicester, ot LE8 4FT



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bea Soss
91, rue Haxo
Paris, ot 75020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Steele
3556 Lake Forest Dr
Redding, CA 96003
 



530 2419597



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr.  Jon Batson
33 Prospect St.
rochester, NH 03867



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
charlie vattani
via nazionale adriatica nord, 31
v. Naz. Adr. nord, 31
pescara, ot 65124





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monica Boucher-Romano
249 Middlesex Road
Columbia, SC 29210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kanwarpal Turke
1218 Brandywine Drive
Munster, IN 46321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Moody
1203 Maybury Drive
Holiday, FL 34691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kalinke ten Hulzen
Jan Vermeerstraat 11
Ede, ot 6717 SL



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Reiher
5800 Wagoneer ct
Ann arbor, MI 48103
 



734-665-8083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sam and joanna hogg
954 crefeld ave.
elkins park, PA 19027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tony Camuti
1141 Riceville Rd
Athol, MA 01331



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda March
126 Hopmeadow St.
Weatogue, CT 06089



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Walker
26058 Carol
Franklin, MI 48025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Renee Littlepage
5220 Medford Circle
Mobile, AL 36693
 



251-661-4492



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irene Driss
110C Gedraldine St
Key West, FL 33040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Bradford
22642 Westmoreland Rd.
Sedalia, MO 65301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tara nutt
927 poplar leaf
collierville, TN 38017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Gitschier
7 Oak dr
Plainville, MA 02762



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
barbara owens
300 N. 14th
pekin, IL 61554



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Donnelly
2231 Pleasant Drive
Catonsville, MD 21228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
L.W.Griffin, Jr.
 
Leland Griffin, Jr.
2386 Mecklenburg Road
Trumansburg, NY 14886-9762





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Neal Crandall
2779 W. Jackson Rd
Springfield, OH 45502-7925



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Preston Wright
1982 Commonwealth Ave Apt 7
Brighton, MA 02135-5832
 



7149430276



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
russell martin
7471 shilo rd
unionville, IN 47468



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
russell martin
7471 shilo rd
unionville, IN 47468



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim McCoy
2 Estabrook Rd
Worcester, MA 01606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Davis
4109 Lake Lynn Dr Apt 203
Raleigh, NC 27613-3446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liz Wilton
6404 Rodman Street
Hollywood, FL 33023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vivian Rice
6410 Briarcliff Rd.
Fort Myers, FL 33912



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Isaac Wollman
1028 Pacific Street #B
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sebnem Oguz
39
Maidenhead, NJ 0855378988



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. nikki ayres
809 wiseburg road
white hall, MD 21161
 



(410) 303-3673



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Parnell
5912 Santo Domingo Ct
New Bern, NC 28560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve winawer
4047 marcasel ave
los angeles, CA 90066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristine R Treat
49 Llynwood Drive
Bolton, CT 06043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ellen sofio
2708 hipawai place
honolulu, HI 96822



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Besides, shut down the needless fountains, waterslides, indoor ice skating rinks and other
water wasting activities.  Let's use our heads, shall we?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Campbell



255 Egypt Road
Presque Isle, ME 04769-6945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LaNiece Bower
4526 Oakland Blvd NW
Roanoke, VA 24012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james nitschke
2559 willow creek dr.
duluth, GA 30096
 



(404) 921-5169



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Toner
8901 Bluff Springs Road
Austin, TX 78744



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jen Fullem
1030 Taylor Drive
Folcroft, PA 19032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Gretsch
2322 1/2 E 5th St
Long Beach, CA 90814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vincent Garofalo
908 B Kingston Terrace Drive
Princeton, NJ 08540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Maryann Striegel
2733 Elm Street
Davenport, IA 52803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Rachel Hofmann
15410 Foch
Livonia, MI 48154



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chris johnston
866 hartford road
galatia, IL 62935



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adrienne J Simmons
414 Rivella Vista Dr.
Redding, CA 96001
 



(530) 351-1197



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ed  Fiedler
 12325 limerick ave
 Austin, TX 78758



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harald Gerzsabek
Leopoldauer Platz 1/5/16
Vienna, ot 1210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
betty raubenolt
414 stewart dr
fremont, OH 43420



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Ellis
3759 E. Newport Ct.
Bloomington, IN 47401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Bolanos
P.O.Box 2791
Friday Harbor, WA 98250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chantal de geest
42 puigem
ghent, ot 9041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
luisa casu
salita multedo 12a
genova, ot 16122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Las Vegas was an unsustainable idea from the start, when a group of mobsters saw it as a
gambling income opportunity.  It is time to recognize that fact and weigh it against the
threat that Las Vegas now poses to the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live
there.  I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jay Roelof
po box 497



cross river, NY 10518



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
t kowitt
camous drive
college park, MD 20742



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Howell Selburn
1225 Vienna Dr Spc 46
Sunnyvale, CA 94089



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Husch
1550 N Via Arizpe
Green Valley, AZ 85614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Chiara Canalini
Italy
 
Chiara Canalini
via della rinascita



scafa (PE), ot 65027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Slater
P.O. Box 2316
Homer, AK 99603
 



907-235-1279



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne-Marie Hewitt
Bournheath
Horspath
Bromsgrove, ot 12345





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Norton
PO Box 167
Boylston, MA 01505-0167



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorraine Hughes
6785 Mielke Rd
Freeland, MI 48623/9294



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wynne Queen
340 Davis Rd.
Forest City, NC 28043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chad collins
63 eastern Ave apt A
Greencastle , PA 17225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fiona McDavid
8 York Avenue
Liverpool, ot L17 2



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Foster
70 The Hills
Port Ewen, NY 12466



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Leffler
15 Clinton Pl
newton, AL 02459-1116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Adams
713-A Riverside Ave.
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-7217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jillian Mulvihill
86-10 109th Street
Richmond Hill, NY 11418-1623



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
desiree johnson
151 forest hills st.       apt. 3
boston, MA 02130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erc Christenson
1001 Hollingsworth rd
Joppa, MD 21085



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen Wasley
2434 4th Ave N
St Petersburg, FL 33713
 



(727) 452-4825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Buczkowski
8884 Howard Hlls Dr.
Savage, MD 20763



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Al Kisner
PO Box 8186
La Crescenta, CA 91224
 



(818) 249-9737



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Blackburn
39 Parsons Rd
Portland, ME 04103-4535
 



2072725114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Bussa
5 Lynch St
Brunswick, ME 04011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhoon Koerner
44 Henry Street
Kings Park, NY 11754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
E.W. van der Wiel
Zilverschoonstr
Assen, ot 9404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Eric Lehman
145 East 15th St
New York, NY 10003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rita Ibrahim
4 salisbury pt. #3B
nyack, NY 10960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mireille Azouzou
val plan
marseille, ot 13013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Schroepfer
224 Shato Lane
Monona, WI 53716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Rusk
3592 N 1000 W
Waynetown, IN 47990



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Warwick Neal
104 Pioneer Parade
Maybuery, WV 24861
 



0755131481



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jean damien Susini
le guizay
Planfoy, ot 42660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cliff M Garratt
1412 Woodridge Ln.
Sykesville, MD 21784



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
SHERRIE KIRBY
4841 WHISPERING PINES LANE
PULASKI, VA 24301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jamie Kinner
10265 S 400 E
Claypool, IN 46510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LAURA LECIS
R.P.N.
S.B., ot 8000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Gasco
6155 Ashland
Commerce Township, MI 48382-3610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Hosmer
1345 W. Cochran Ave.
Flagstaff, AZ 86001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Clemens
80 Vista Terrace
New Haven, CT 06515



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lonnie Ward
HC 70 Box 704
White Sulphur Springs, WV 24986-9647



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gini Granholm
9423 Brentwood St.
Westminster, CO 80021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ero Lippold
3 Lexington Green
S. Burlington, VT 05403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sadira Tash
819 Marion Avenue
Highland Park, IL 60035-5125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
R Espoz
2238 W Cullerton
Chicago, IL 60608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Traci Burger
2563 Village Park Dr
Melbourne, FL 32934
 



321-693-1855



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caroline Baginski
4442 Long ln
Franklin , TN 37064
 



615 310 3507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jen Dryden
20 E, Main St.
Haverhill, MA 01830



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Hersey
109 Bucknam Rd
Falmouth, ME 04105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michael riley
20 canton rd
quincy, MA 02171



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert W. Woods
3363 Narrow Lane Road
Montgomery, AL 36111-1507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin Gregoire
127 Jewett Street
Manchester, NH 03103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Hand
42 South Dunton Avenue
East Patchogue, NY 11772



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Barmettler
POB 1462
Chehalis, WA 98532
 



(360) 748-8265



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Rogerson
9500 Robert Buns Ct.
Charlotte NC 28213, NC 28213
 



704-651-1759



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brent Hepner
720 Pennsylvania Ave.
Norfolk, VA 23508-2839



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Light
523 W. Cherry St.
Glasgow, KY 42141



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Michaelides
35 Hermosa Ave
Long Beach, CA 90802
 



03 93294087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tami Riddle
1661 Ponder Creek Road
Mars Hill, NC 28754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Allen
8 Ebach Drive
Bloomington, IL 61701-2006
 



309-829-9985



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Gilbert
89 Frances Drive
Manchester, CT 06040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Garry Gleckel
185 Main St
Ashby, MA 01431
 



978.386.5394



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
April Plumeri
509 81st Street
Niagara Falls, NY 14304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Cook
321 Forsythe Dr
Redwood Valley, CA 95470



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne Reber-Thomason
3300 Alexandrite Way
Round Rock, TX 78681
 



(512) 828-4504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacquelynn Maruffo
1854 Feather Tree Cir.
Clearwater, FL 33765



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhys Marsh
81 Perry St Apt BE
New York, NY 10014
 



9192253558



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Chapman
66 Sand Dunes Road
Santa Rosa Beach, FL 32459



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Simon
2828 120th Street NE
Swisher, IA 52338



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Afflick
16 Portsmouth St.
Concord, NH 03301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Hester
639 Park Avenue
Louisville, KY 40208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ernest wood
wilson rd
VOLUNTOWN, CT 06384



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ty Coon
938 12th Street NW
Grand Rapids, MI 49504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kerry Heusser
72 Carleton St
Haverhill, MA 01832
 



(978) 374-3179



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Walter Simpson
4 Meadowstream CT
Amherst, NY 14226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mona Hicks
9557 Red Apple Lane
Columbia, MD 21046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Borden
1478 wallace st.
vineland, NJ 08360
 



8564053451



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Wilder
990 Eighth St. S, Apt. 2A
naples, FL 34102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Paula Myles
163 Main street
Harwich, MA 02645
 



(508) 432-4402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chad Fordham
17900 205th Ave Apt 3
Big Rapids, MI 49307
 



231 245 9253



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cristina Tirelli
via san Bartolomeo, 108
Reggio Emilia, ot 42123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DonnaLynn Warren
7061 English Creek Avenue
Egg Harbor Township, NJ 08234-7267



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Files
47 East St
Stratford, CT 06615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susanne Loomis
751 Lansdowne Way T4
Norwood, MA 02062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edmund Wright
2512 16Th. Ave. W.
Bradenton, FL 34205-4727
 



251-285-8679



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Manfred Holm
Kirchstr. 34
Sauerlach, ot 82054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bob groggel
22916 66th ave
mattawan, MI 49071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Henry Lyman
60 Ward Avenue
Northampton, MA 01060
 



(413) 586-3850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Myles McGann
4901 NW 75th Lane
Gainesville, FL 32653



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sam Al-Doory
1020 N howard
Akron, OH 44310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edith Borie
Friedrich-Naumann-Str. 109
Karlsruhe, Germany, NY 12561



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bettina Bowers Schwan
4905 Tanglewood Dr
Nashville, TN 37216
 



(615) 226-4233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cheri harris
1362 san pablo dr.
san marcos, CA 92078



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rob brill
3600 fletcher dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wojciech Rowinski
26 Mckinley Avenue
Easthampton, MA 01027-2040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
This is a letter from far away. Still, as visitor, I am writing to you because I care deeply
about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at
the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of
water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our
water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mari elvi
belgrano
santa fe, ot 3000





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin Strelec
6 Falcon Court
Mechanicsburg, PA 17055
 



717-599-9303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Filipa Macedo
Praca Municipio
Braga, ot 4700



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Branca Plantier
Rua adelino Amaro da Costa, 9
Paço de Arcos, ot 2780 545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ami Lynch
1822 W. Girard Ave. #3
Philadelphia, PA 19130-1516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allen Yun
1613 Auburn Ave
Rockville, MD 20850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Calvin Burger
10404 East 107th street
Kansas City, MO 64134



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Kunsch
35 Prospect Street
Attleboro, MA 02703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate MacKinnon
3742 Brotherton Rd
Cincinnati, OH 45209
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glenna Mayer
5892 Eagles Nest Dr
Jupiter, FL 33458



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DoRi Miles
2361 NYS RTE 9N
Crown Point, NY 12928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carole Shurtz Havelka
1100 SW 18 St
Boca Raton, FL 33486



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Linden
16 Carpenter Pl
Cranford, NJ 07016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
River Howell
208-1 Cypress Ct
Ithaca, NM 14850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charmaine Broad
410 Central Park West
New York, NY 10025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Clymer
755 River rd.
Eugene, OR 97404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maria sierra
131 sw 109 avenue
miami, FL 33174



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Zimmemran
444, parc de Villard
Ornex, ot 01210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary Manning
po box 2494
aspen, CO 81612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Hars
46 Long Hill Rd
Groton, MA 01450



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Gilbert
24 Wild Rose Ct.
Bloomfield, CT 06002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john daniello
2826 roebling ave.
bronx, NY 10461



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Mason
23A South Killingly Rd.
Foster, RI 02825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bryan Sepp
626 NW 10th ave unit C
Gainesville, FL 32602-0894



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Robertson
Miho 3145-1 Shimizu-ku
takahiishizuka cho
 Shizuoka, ot 424-0901





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Garibaldi
55 Grace St
Jersey City, NJ 07307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edwin Quigley
110 Ricky Drive
MUSCLE SHOALS, AL 35661



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalene Cummings
P.O. Box 22
Crnaond, WI 54520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Camuso
16 Oakwood St.
Hudson, NH 03051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah  Kavruck
5712 26th Street N.W.
Washington, D.C., DC 20015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of
water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada is worse than a
boondoggle, it is ______. Why pump precious water toward support unsustainable growth
when there are means of meeting the water needs through conservation, smart growth
management and desalination?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if the proposed
transfer would not be "environmentally sound" .
 
The water authority's request is not sound, given the catastrophic and irreversible impacts
that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as documented in the Bureau
of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would be staggering, and some species of desert fish and springsnails
would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the imperiled
greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn
and elk.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to
the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ormand  Tegland
401 W Rainbow Blvd
Big Bear City, CA 92314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jude Kitts
1328 Longmeadow Dr
Glenview, IL 60025
 



(847) 724-6117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Lloyd Hedger
224 N G St. #405
Tacoma, WA 98403-2281



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
claudia mcnulty
1614 rt 26
climax, NY 12042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan  Shields
109 Jackson Avenue
Parlin, NJ 08859
 



(732)7278439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kjartan Behm
Laverockbank Gardens
Edinburgh, ot EH5 3DR



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Luise Perenne
10091 San Pablo Court
Fountain Valley, CA 92708
 



714-965-1614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Young
5808 Williamsburg Way
Durham, NC 27713-2636



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joan wilson
6151 Campbell Boulevard
Lockport, NY 14094



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindee Barrett
149 Clements Rd
Monroe, ME 04951
 



(207) 525-3517



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katrin Kuriger
1137 Steely St.
Waterloo, IA 50703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beryl Shahan
705 S. Adams Pl.
Mt. Pleasant, IA 52641



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MIchele Caporaso
1043 Meredith Drive
Florence, SC 29505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Summer Mitchell
611 13th Ave. N.
Jacksonville Beach, FL 32250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bernard michaeli
89 farrington rd
matawan, NJ 07747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate Neuschaefer
245 Jackson St.
Denver, CO 80206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Parker
2817 Cross Ln
Marianna, FL 32446-6741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexis Nazario
58 Aintree Lane
Dover, DE 19904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
morena gambarelli
via caruso 8
casalgrande, ot 42013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LICSW Charles Schille
124 Sherman St
Cambridge, MA 02140
 



617 547 5878



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrej Ignjatovic
Deligradska
Belgrade, ot 11000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Hohn
100 Westbury Ct.
Chapel Hill, NC 27516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christa Corser
Isle of Sanday
Orkney, ot KW17
 



(018) 576-0040 ext.  ext.  ext



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Buelow
433 Hardwick Road
Gilbertville, MA 01031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Pesina
3651 S Hamilton Ave
Chicago, IL 60609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvia Saravia
Pasaje Verde Casa 508 Colonia Escalon
San Salvador, ot SV-1010118
 



(503)22669367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
daniel blanco
15874sw 89st
miami, FL 33193



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Slowinski
5516 W. 99th Place
Oak Lawn, IL 60453
 



708 499-5495



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Slowinski
5516 W. 99th Place
Oak Lawn, IL 60453
 



708 499-5495



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara A.  Sinclair
79 Miller Hill Dr.
LaGrangeville, NY 12540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helle calhoun
308 Fairhaven Court
Arlington, TX 76018-5212
 



817-472-0797



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cora Crecelius
2146 E. Hawthorne St., #R
Tucson, AZ 85719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger Lewis
P.O. Box 962
Sherwood, OR 97140



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Antonio Scognamiglio
Via Tealdi
Pisa, ot 56124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debi Lawson
28 Westbrook Rd
Sterrett, AL 35147



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Beck
37 Round Top Road
Warren, NJ 07059



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathy lindler
308 John Lindler rd.
chapin, SC 29036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joshua darrin
11559 brass lantern ct
reston, VA 20194



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Barker
23 13th Ave
Southern Shores, NC 27949
 



252-489-9389



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacquelyn Schechter
103 Edwin PL
Asheville, NC 28801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
RICHARD ELLIOTT
185 AMYAND PARK ROAD
TWICKENHAM, ot TW1 3HN



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Westfall
2621-B Alcott Lane
Austin, TX 78748



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maggie Ross
12 Pearl Rd
Nahant, MA 01908



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Asha Olivia
618 Washington Street, Apt. 7
Apt. 7
Hoboken, NJ 07030





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Culhane
8211 Pelican Walk Ln
Port Saint Joe, FL 32456-6116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jorge Hernandez
115 Lindale St
Houston, TX 77022-5444



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
didem coban
cihangir
istanbul, ot NONE



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Spencer
12 Melissa Circle
E Bridgewater, MA 02333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
scott brill
1210 E MITCHELL ST
TUCSON, AZ 857193131
 



(520) 882-5904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cristina Sommaruga
Via Rosmini 13
Milano, ot 20154



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Horn
4329 SW 1st Place
Cape Coral, FL 33914



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Dickson
PO Box 1063
Elfers, FL 34680



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Patti Packer
5 Jennifer Rd
Scotia, NY 12302-3905
 



(518) 399-4843



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Howe
8421 E. Rockwood St.
Columbus, IN 47203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Hertzog
51 Ash Road
Hamburg, PA 19526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
timothy moye
2530 west market st
akron, OH 44313



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Shaw
1906 Hawaii Ave
St. Petersburg, FL 33703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Thompson
102 Amy Drive
Aliquippa, PA 15001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Danielle Devine
9626 North 2200 East Rd.
Downs, IL 61736-9570
 



(309) 724-8437



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Magali Chevalier
4 rue Louis Landrein
SCAER, ot 29390



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roel Cantu
1010 Hollyfield St.
Mission, TX 78572



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosanne Couston
1921 N. Placita Claveles
Tucson, AZ 85745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. jodi wick
1327 alderton lane
silver spring, MD 20906
 



301-871-0772



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dale Uetrecht
8668 Orchard Hill Ct
Cincinnati, OH 45251-5808



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Farkash
2104 Gila River Rd. NE
Rio Rancho, NM 87144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Priscilla Rocco
3309 California St.
Costa Mesa, CA 92626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael LaNoue
747  1/2 Barris Dr.
Fullerton, CA 92832



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bette Arey
11509 Parkview Lane
Hales Corners, WI 53130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Babcock
555 Front St. unit 903
san Diego, CA 92101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Cannon
853 Wilmington Ave
Salt Lake City, UT 84106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Hadgkiss
2149 discovery circle west
deerfield beach, FL 33442



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jorge Hernandez
115 Lindale St
Houston, TX 77022-5444



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jason strong
vernon avenue
brighton, ot bn2 6bf



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ph.D. Michael Balsai
107 North Mole Street
Philadelphia, PA 19102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jay Allen
275 Grand View Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Peele
142 Sapelo Rd.
Jacksonville, FL 32216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jimmy Skov
St. Sct Hans gade 9k st. th.
Viborg, ot 8800



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
 Las Vegas has got to understand that it's existence is not sustainable as it now functions.
It must live within nature's means and that the "good times" are not rolling on.....we've all
got to think about the future and not just instant gratification.
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Melinda K Shaw



205 Moulton Court
Cloverdale, CA 95425
 
(707) 894-7572



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john huydic
126 sherman hill road a-4
woodbury, CT 06798



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Koren Adams-Welch
1304 W North Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sharon ailstock
2217 BARBARA DR
norfolk, VA 23518



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Focht
312 21st Street
Union City, NJ 07087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lois Clymer
Mas Marianne
Tourrettes sur Loup, ot 06140
 



33493246195



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Towns
P O Box771
Rockville Centre, NY 11571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randy Draper
650 Lehigh Rd, Apt I-8
Apt I-8
Newark, DE 19711-4950



 
3026350422



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
When will you practice SUSTAINABLE LIVING?
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Phyl Morello
984 Harrison Ferry



White Pine, TN 37890



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Shepherd
11375 Clinton Road
Rives Junction, MI 49277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Duke
2074 Hwy 39
Hunt, TX 78024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Vasily
306 Rogers Road
Norristown, PA 19403-1648
 



6106319729



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs Nancy Wedow
228 N. Middleton
Palatine, IL 60067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Have you ever heard of sustainable living?  Will you ever practice sustainable living?
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Dai Morello
984 Harrison Ferry



White Pine, TN 37890



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sonia Goldstein
321 W 24 St.  #13H
New York, NY 10011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sonia Goldstein
321 W 24 St.  #13H
New York, NY 10011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Heloise C. C Seailles
1705 SW 78th Street
Gainesville, FL 32607-3416
 



(352) 331-5955



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dana Gurley
Black Gold Dr
McKinney, TX 75070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Hogan
3076 S. Rodehaver Rd.
Guysville, OH 45735



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Wildlife must be protected.  Promote sustainable living, not negligence!
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
B Morello
984 Harrison Ferry



White Pine, TN 37890



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Leigh Garland
3737 seasons ct nw
acworth, GA 30101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sheila Lobel
8105 NW 61 Street
Tamarac, FL 33321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Leigh Garland
3737 seasons ct nw
acworth, GA 30101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ed H Price
PO BOX 163
Beardstown, IL 62618
 



2173237003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Uxleu
22879 Westchester Dr
Pockerington, OH 43147
 



(614) 861-8171



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracey MacDonald
6702 E Ithaca Pl
Denver, CO 80237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Blumer
4818 W. Hoffman Pl.
Spokane, WA 99205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nico TUcker
15445 M-32/M-33
Atlanta, MI 49709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. cecelia behar
110 Cox Rd
newfield, NY 14867



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Koven
507 Charlestown rd.
Hampton, NJ 08827
 



9085376665



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erna Beerheide
1245 Race St
Denver, CO 80206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marsha steinweg
2300 schultz street apt.18
portage, WI 53901-1140



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Meyer
1516 N WOOD AVE
MARSHFIELD, WI 54449
 



(715) 384-8518



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Reid
1038 Superior St
Oak Park, IL 60302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
GREGG &SUSAN SPINDLER
3975 POMPEY HOLLOW RD
CAZENOVIA, NY 13035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chris harman
52 riverside drive
waynesboro, VA 22980



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Levey
24 West Lake Court
Somerset, NJ 08873



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cibele Cruz
Av. Comendador Gumercindo Barranqueiros, 60
Jundiaí/SP, ot 13211410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lois Tutino
6 Butler Dr.
Lancaster, NY 14086-9332



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carissa Gigliotti
2421 Westcreek Ln
Houston, TX 77027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Land
2135 Ardenne Dr.
Ann Arbor, MI 48105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert MacLuskie
12703 Kramer Lane
Bowie, MD 20715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Wadkins
612 Foulke St
Cincinnati, OH 45220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Pollard
Morley Road
Oakwood
Derby, ot DE21 4QY





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lois Leonard
P.O. Box 494
Aquebogue, NY 11931



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
annette spaur
205 5th st.
Spencer, WV 25276



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Moffatt
20 Pemberton Ave.
Oceanport, NJ 07757



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen McConnell
14 Winsor Ct
Sayreville, NJ 08872



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Lim
Barry Road
Scarsdale, NY 10583



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kiira Bivens
3100 Speedway apt 203
austin, TX 78705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
In a word, the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and eastern Nevada is insane. Don't
allow this precious water to be pumped to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth. There are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. John Kesich
628 Bailey Creek Rd
Millerton, PA 16936



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clark Slagle
506 SW 34th Street, apt 11
Gainesvile, FL 32607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carmen Williams
377 NW Stephen Foster Dr
White Springs, FL 32096



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda L Mitchell
40 East 94th St. Apt.32D
New York, NY 10128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
No city, built in a desert that cannot sustain it, deserves to take resources that have taken
centuries to be accrue and are intended to be shared over a wide environmental area.
Human hubris is the genesis for building habitats that only serve them, do not fit in to the
natural environment, and hog resources.  Unsustainable development such as this should
not be supported, nor should the precious resource of fresh water be diverted to
encourage greater growth.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.



 
Sincerely,
 
Charlotte Fremaux
8809 Sundale Drive
Silver Spring, MD 20910-5039
 
301-379-6908



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen Sonnenberg
18 Cranberry Lane
Brewster, MA 02631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Vergara
131 Slice Drive
Stamford, CT 06907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Kuc
356 Furlong Lane
Camp Hill, PA 17011
 



717-774-2283



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bryan Ericson
803 Turkey Farm Rd.
Mahomet, IL 61853



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would you pump the water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rita Lewis
65 Grannies Creek Rd
Newton, WV 25266



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ross Tabor
1144 Bristol Ct.
Seymour, IN 47274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Wolff
277 Sheffield Street
Waterbury, CT 06704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Saxe
29405 Shell Cove
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Noah Syroid
3612 Kings Hill Cir
Salt Lake City, UT 84121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Mathers
66 Brookwood Terrace
Nashville, TN 37205
 



615-474-3020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marlene Dollahan
5733 N. Sheridan, Apt. 26D
Chicago, IL 60660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Fitzgerald
79 Laurel Ln
Queensbury, NY 12804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Ropke
4118 Greenwood Ave N
Seattle, WA 98103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Max Kiefer
1305 Marigold Ct
lafayette, CO 80026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fleur Palau
P.O. Box 637
Wolfeboro, NH 03894



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Thea Hetzner
3045 Hobart St
Woodside, NY 11377



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jennifer Killian
1801 Shoreline Drive
Alameda, CA 94501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jarred Mechanick
310 Green St
Lansdale, PA 19446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Wood
252 mountain mary road
boyertown, PA 19512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dylan Murphy
221 Congress Street, #6
Charleston, SC 29403-4337



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cara Ammon
4556 N. Beacon #3
Chicago, IL 60640
 



(773) 769-3550



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
eric hensgen
4632 w. lamb ave.
tampa, FL 33629
 



8138395432



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
India Thybulle
311 Winthrop Road
Teaneck, NJ 07666



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russell Upstill
4563 W. Tyson St.
Chandler, AZ 85226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna-Marie Soper-O'Rourke
1331 N. Crossing Dr., NE
Atlanta, GA 30329-3570



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Foster
15738 Castorglen Dr
Webster, TX 77598



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Moorehead
585 NE 93rd Street
Miami Shores, FL 33138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy  Bain
10614 Palomino Street
El Paso,, TX 79924
 



915 822-9228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jake Schwartz
152 Webster Street
Petaluma, CA 94952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Chambers
6908 Sunnybank drive
Fort Worth, TX 76137
 



8177333290



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aurelie Lagouche
1 rue André del Sarte
Paris, ot 75018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
If you allow this to happen, what will be next?  Draining the Great Lakes to support a city
built in the middle of the desert?
 
Sincerely,
 
Meredith  King



7558 Liberty School Rd
Omro, WI 54963



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina McKeon
689 omega ln
Littleton, CO 80124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Wight
Oakes Lane
Rockport, MA 01966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Herman
4606 Keswick Rd
Baltimore, MD 21210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Trescone
3037 Hibiscus Circle
Charlotte, NC 28273



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Heiden
W399 S5484 County Road Z
Dousman, WI 53118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I write to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals
that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table. And the water must be left in basins, not piped away.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Yvonne Hansen
6206 Hillston Dr
Austin, TX 78745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian K Sutton
122 Manor Drive, Suite 204
Bardstown, KY 40004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Vernon Batty
forestry
PO Box 447
Mesilla Park, NM 88047





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jennifer wells
114 south avenue
solvay, NY 13209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Evans
1 Old Pottery Mews
Bideford, ot EX39 2NT



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Gibson
12640 N Bayshore Dr
north Miami, FL 33181-2429



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irene Scott
1149 Shattuck Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707
 



(510) 527-5287



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Burgin
83 Masshouse Lane
Kings Norton
Birmingham, ot B38 9AH





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deb Carey
4 Boie Ave.
Amesbury, MA 01913
 



978 388 5629



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marianne Cox
212 Grand River Ave
Painesville, OH 44077



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurel vincent
P.O. Box 84
Calais, VT 05648



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Kubisek
2731 Lottridge Rd
Coolville, OH 45723
 



7402364758



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Rose
919 Third Avenue
New York, NY 10022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Bill Gassaway
1395 Hogan Rd
Burns, TN 37029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Getty
22 Grafton St Apt 2L
Shrewsbury, MA 01545
 



415-489-8344



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
PAul Yannicosta
Antifilou 2
Athens, ot 11528



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
pam Roussell
1210 Parkerhaven Ct
Houston, TX 77008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Moeckel
3533 W. Royal Palm Rd.
Phoenix, AZ 85051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caroline Miller
6834 4th Ave No
St Petersburg, FL 33710



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I  am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from  aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump  water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.  It
seems only reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic
and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Coiner
157 Silvery Lane
Liberty, SC 29657



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherri Bernhard
11979 S 800E
Galveston, IN 46932-8825
 



574-699-7318



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shirley whalen
pobox 536
blairsden, CA 96103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Lambeth
2635 W. Alta
Springfield, MO 65810



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana F Hall
812 Calderon Ave
Mountain View, CA 94041
 



(650) 969-0748



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Heilenman
417 N Ardmore Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john thornburg
2322 wyoming ave.
PUEBLO, CO 81004 3963



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wesley Homoya
400 N. River Rd. #1133
West Lafayette, IN 47906
 



(317) 452-5355



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joshua Miskinis
209 E Kellogg Ave
Kewanee, IL 61443



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Cato
14008 Mel Smith Rd Ne
Albuquerque, NM 87123
 



5054634316



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarita Garcia
101 Fairway Dr.
Toms Ricer, NJ 08757-5521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Williamd Davis
114 Charlotte Dr.
Shelbyville, TN 37160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
glenn fleischman
130 gale place
bronx, NY 10463



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Watkins
9601 Union Rd., PO Box 1
Donaldson, IN 46513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lara Beard
1936 Sportsmans Lake Rd.
Elizabethtown, KY 42701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marsha Lowry
1070 Mitchell Way
El Sobrante, CA 94803-1023
 



510-758-7542



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Armstrong
160 Bethel Avenue
Staten Island, NY 10307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
donnal poppe
17045 osborne st
northridge, CA 91325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
donnal poppe
17045 osborne st
northridge, CA 91325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karl David  Reinhardt
456 Oak Tree Drive
Webster Groves (Saint Louis), MO 63119-4849



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
giordano lapegna
piazza vittorio emanuele
acquaviva delle fonti, ot 70021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Caira
52 Brigham St
Hudson, MA 01749
 



978-553-7227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa McLain
548 Eugene Hardman Rd.
Danielsville, GA 30633



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aaron Weiss
30 Woodland Ct.
Park Forest, IL 60466



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. James Rizzolo
910 NW 11th Terr.
Stuart, FL 34994
 



772-692-4214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dolores Benjamin
10230 Tarpon Drive
Treasure Island, FL 33706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
N/A Bette Mioduski
12330  W. Easter Pl.
Tucson, AZ 85736
 



412-828-1453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
josé alberto roig marqués
joan XXIII, 17
sata. coloma de cervelló, ot 08690



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Herbert Stein
144 Barnes Road
Washingtonville, NY 10992



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jane biggins
p o
ukiah, CA 95482



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Lesikin
75 Cragsmoor Road
Pine Bush, NY 12566-5107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chris costanzo
122 bradford ave
downingtown, PA 19335



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Benita Musleve
427 bettie
akron, OH 44306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
josephine skitt
stretton road
willenhall, ot wv12 5ej



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Pruitte
20 Ridgecrest Drive
Greenville, SC 29609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adella Albiani
PO BOX 66
Penn Valley, CA 95946



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Doug and Jan Parker
18732 Road 25.8
Dolores, CO 81323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dieter Randolph
1304 Brigadoon Drive
Clearwater, FL 33759



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Leslie
216 17th Ave. NE
SAINT PETERSBURG, FL 33704
 



727-824-0862



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Weisenburg
2317 Bellfield Ave.
Cleveland Hts., OH 44106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chelo Ludden
p o box 277
Trinidad, CO 81082



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Val Hoff
7818 Tilbury Street, Apt. 25
Bethesda, MD 20814
 



301-675-5777



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Quentin Lewton
P.O. Box 207
Sonoita, AZ 85637
 



(520) 394-9195



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nathan Taylor
536 Rio Virgin Dr
St George, UT 84790



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from these aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why should we pump this water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting those water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. I strongly urge that you deny the authority's water-right applications
based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other
options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be
off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jamie Tietjen
13352 Red Creek Rd
Red Creek, NY 13143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Ranstrom
13004 267th
Vashon, WA 98070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Albert Kashner
1200 Crabtree Cir Lot 26
Cookeville, TN 38501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynda Alfspm
1795 Olive Court
Orange Park, FL 32073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jana austin
1820 jade circle
prescott, AZ 86301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan  Kennedy
817 Cannons Ln
Louisville , KY 40207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aaron  Burciaga
8524 SARATOGA DR
El Paso, TX 79912
 



831-917-8744



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paula J hansen
4240 dudley
wheat ridge, CO 80033
 



(303) 467-2282



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvia Schippers
609-101 Robson Rd
leamington, ON N8H 4R6



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Smith
3401 N. Lakeview Dr. Apt. 312
Tampa, FL 33618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dwight Burke
2425 Red Lion Rd
Bear, DE 19701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marianne White
2012 <<<<<Cameron Lane
Bartonville, IL 61607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Zissu
42Paper Mill Road
Woodbury, CT 06798
 



203 263-4266



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan jacobson
648 s pennsylvania st
denver, CO 80209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not sound, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
EMILY NELSON
37 THE FAIRWAYS
IPSWICH, MA 01938



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Hoffa
RT. 219N
Renick, WV 24966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randy Griffith
245 Woodhaven Circle West
Ormond Beach, FL 32174-8013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Bridget Irons
16 W. Southampton Ave.
Philadelphia, PA 19118-3909
 



215-247-6910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalie Lilja
2169 Astoria Circle
Herndon, VA 20170



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Cathers
114  Yale Avenue
Stratford, NJ 08084



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ana Cleja
100 Avenue Gambetta
Fumel France, ot 47500
 



0553714944



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Haley
35399 Ridge Route Rd.
Castaic, CA 91384



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs Ruhee Baltz
Chalgrove Ave
London, ot None



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Carroll
18040 Mush Run Rd.
Stewart, OH 45778



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leah Hallow
57 N Somerville Street
Memphis, TN 38104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Melissa Anglin
3649 Sequoia Trail
Verona, WI 53593
 



6088333031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ryan smith
951 woodlawn ave
chesterton, IN 46304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Kennedy
10507 Crossover Rd.
Denham Springs, LA 70726



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Flanagan
520 SE 6th Street
North Bend, WA 98045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anya Noble
1707 Bellevue Ave
Seattle, WA 98122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Noble
Personal
Monona, WI 53716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Angela Chamberlain
747 Spring Brook Road
Mosinee, WI 54455
 



715 393 5963



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie Whitesides
10 Quirt Dr
Sedona, AZ 863541



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. lise brenner
231 jackson st
brooklyn, NY 11211
 



718 710 9607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L Lopez
Gloria Drive
West Palm Beach, FL 33411



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Stafford
2368 Sterling Valley Rd.
Morrisville, VT 05661



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randall Hamlin
104 Chasta Ave
Greenville, SC 29615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Marsala Jr
158 SE 1181
Knob Noster, MO 65336



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Justin Mass
740 newton rd
Pueblo, CO 81005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gilles Dubois
RR5, Kenyon, concession 8,# 19785
Alexandria, , ON K0C 1A0
 



613 525 3045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Carroll
18040 Mush Run Rd.
Stewart, OH 45778



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Baide
9419 Fontainebleau Blvd
Miami, FL 33172



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Blum
1025 Wentz Dr.
Gilroy, CA 95020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
drew shadrawy
16 whites ave
watertown, MA 02472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Sargent
Laurel Ter
Somerville, MA 02143
 



6174950336



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristen Hostmeyer
1010 North Blake Street
Olathe, KS 66061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Monforti
123 sawyer st
New Bedford, MA 02746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kyle  Petlock
6200 Annan Way
Los Angeles, CA 90042-1346



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Petine
9241 angus place
Philadelphia, PA 19114
 



267-994-4863



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelli Villis
W238S4979 Big Bend Road
Waukesha, WI 53189



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Trujillo
4301 S Pierce St 7D
Littleton, CO 80123
 



303-349-7881



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Nolan
10540 N Blaney Ave
Cupertino, CA 95014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Todd Dripps
2447 SW 13th Terrace
Palm City, FL 34990
 



772-221-9278



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Corneau
8 Adams Hill Rd
Greenville, NH 03048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Dragieff
460 W Lagoon Lane, #2516
Oak Creek, WI 53154



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shona Watt
65 spruce street
clifton park,, NY 12065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angie Filbeck
625 N. Oak Grove Ave.
Springfield, MO 65802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Smith
1076 Mirror Lake Ln
Cordova, TN 38018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas E. Mckenna
1455 Brooklyn Blvd.
Bay Shore, NY 11706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
 PATRICIA GRAZIANO
15 MARTINDALE AVE
HUDSON FALLS, NY 12839
 



5187475236



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Allin
101 King Street
Yellow Springs, OH 45387



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
terri horswell
481 long drive
pittsburgh, PA 15241



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
scott lamb
316 Chinkapin Rdg
Seven devils, NC 28604
 



239 404 0149



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
julia bottom
9240 yellowstone rd
longmont, CO 80503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeri ichikawa
18816 se lake youngs road
renton, WA 98058



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhenda Price
17424 N old Centralia Ln
Mt Vernon, IL 62864
 



6182428184



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claudia Wornum
11780 Cranford Way
Oakland, CA 94605
 



510-564-4040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Bernardoni
P.O. Box 10
Marshall, IL 62441



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Nearing
5172 Hardy Rd.
Vassar, MI 48768



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
david makowka
39100 Indian Springs Rd
Ash Fork, AZ 86320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Moss-Racusin
65 Bayard Avenue
North Haven, CT 06473



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sage River
1128 dodge St Ct
Iowa City, IA 52245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy Hunter
4615 Grinstead Place
Nashville, TN 37216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dennis german
128 shelbourne dr
goshen, CT 06756
 



860-491-8705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Tracey Seguin
107 Knapp St
Stamford, CT 06907
 



2034060013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Shaffer
1500 W. Beach Dr
Panama City, FL 32401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Hargesheimer
474 Morris Avenue
Newfield, NJ 08344-5146



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Rothman
29 Hoffstot Lane
Sands Point, NY 11050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Muñoz
Autopista Norte Km 19
Bogota, ot 11121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Galante
5209 Red Wing Court
Fuquay Varina, NC 27526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Carmichael
5920 Widmer Rd
Shawnee, KS 66216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs Karen Wilhelm
1921 Crown Ave.
West Sacramento, CA 95691
 



916 372 3252



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Nancy Widman
802 Pearl Ave
Baytown, TX 77520-8027
 



281-427-2987



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Bullock
4500 N Magnolia Ave #3
Chicago, IL 60640
 



7732934409



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Hepfer
1720 E John #3
seattle, WA 98112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Spradlin
307 Wilson Dr. SW
Jacksonville, AL 36265



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Collins
3600 Travis Place
Titusville, FL 32780



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valeria Cervellati
via De Carolis 45
Bologna, ot 40133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samantha Baldwin
2025 Erie Ave.
Springfield, OH 45505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marion DeFord
6509 Mesa Dr.
Austin, TX 78731-2703
 



(512) 444-2744



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cally Charping
1021 Paris Avenue
Nashville, TN 37204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Shekter
11Orion Lane
Tijeras, NM 87059-8137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james r monroe
5521 michigan blvd
concord, CA 94521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ted chapman
1519 Plaza De Los Leones dr
Pueblo West, CO 81007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Justine Tilley
3201 sawtelle
Los Angeles, CA 90066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betty Williams
882 Edgewood Dr
Adams, WI 53910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Fagan
15268 105 Ave
Surrey, BC V3R 0W8



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LeeAnn Ledgerwood
514, BAYRIDGE PKWY. #2E
BROOKLYN, NY 11209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Stetser
1700 NW N River Dr
`
Miami, FL 33125





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
KIRSTEN STROM
877 SPRING AVE NE
GRAND RAPIDS, MI 49503
 



(616) 485-5758



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Tibbitts
2810 31st Street
San Diego, CA 92104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Blackwood
retired
103 North Stadium Blvd.
Apt. 122



Columbia, MO 65203
 
5736392367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Paxton
189 East 3rd
#1
New York, NY 10009





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L Walters
628 Breeds Hill Rd
Virginia Beach, VA 23462
 



757-385-0327



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Denie English
216 Myrtle St.
Uvalde, TX 78801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Josh Parda
439 Main Rd
Eddington, ME 04428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Buker
1600 Ala Moana Blvd., #800
Honolulu, HI 96815-1456



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Cignoli
1 Sun Valley Dr
Coram, NY 11727



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Meyers
9538 Carriage Chase Lane
Sandy, UT 84092



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monika McDole-Russell
174 Isabella Rd.
Elverson, PA 19520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
silvana ramin
rubicone  2d
trecate  no, ot 28069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jayne  childress
208 garden terrace
mt airy, NC 27030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pascal Molineaux
Cllejón Colinas La Buitrera
Cali, ot 26540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am the editor of a book on water conservation, Blue Revolution, which calls for an
American Water Ethic in the way Aldo Leopold called for a Land Ethic. This plan is not
ethical!
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Alexis Rizzuto
25 Beacon Street
Boston, MA 02108
 
617-948-6552



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Cordray
800 Jessie Avenue
Winnipeg, MB R3M 1A7



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
business owner david moshel
102 w 21st street
tucson, AZ 85701
 



(520) 490-3537



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hadassah Hardouf
3 Chauncy St
Cambridge, MA 02138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Wiesner
1544 Bedford St
Stamford, CT 06905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Connie Curnow
219 E. Summer Meadow
Bountiful, UT 84010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve miller
2717 highland avenue south
birmingham, AL 35205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Veronica Miazga
1310 McLean
Royal Oak, MI 48067
 



734-890-2179



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rbecca hengsteler
2525 N.Tucson Blvd.
Tucson, AZ 86716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Webster
6 Ridgemont Cir
St. Louis, MO 63129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caprina Overton
819 snowden dr
Lake worth, FL 33461



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lucian Grey
21 Westward Rd
Woodbridge, CT 06525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Jones
1785 Chadwick Road
Englewood, FL 34223
 



941-475-1039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Sanchez
15658 Horace St.
Granada Hills, CA 91344



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kay L Bradley
320 W Prairie Circle
Itasca, IL 60143-1478
 



630-875-1614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosemarie Wiegman
6513 E. B St.
Tacoma, WA 98404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Fournier
P.O. Box 298
Bruderheim, AB T0B 0S0



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Suhich
Box 600135
St. Thomas, VI 00801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bernhard Wahr
Turmstr. 29
Lörrach, ot 79539



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Thomas
2001 Weaver Rd.
Myrtle Creek, OR 97457



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Powers
7600 Millcreek Dr
Richmond, VA 23235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cornelia Lemke
445 Cedar Creek Dr.
Athens, GA 30605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russell Pierce
51 Overset Rd
Portland, ME 04103
 



207-797-0277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Robertson-Lorant
3 Meadow Street
So. Dartmouth, MA 02748



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Isobel Craig
82 Torrisdale street
Glasgow, ot G42 8PH



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. charmaine michaels
7 arsen drive
mantua, NJ 08051
 



6093204716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Preece
1209 North Limestone
Lexington, KY 40505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rita Eccles
815 E Maryland
Phoenix, AZ 85014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Brian Connolly
P. O. Box 7631
Bend, OR 97708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Schmidt
178 S. Lombard Ave.
Lombard, IL 60148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Reside
1644 Reed Road
Pennington, NJ 08534-5005
 



6096474794



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Molly Weigel
8 Diverty Road
Pennington, NJ 08534
 



609-737-2402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Johns
1618 Ashton Ave
Nashville, TN 37218-2506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Hazuka
54 Lamentation Drive
Berlin, CT 06037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Savage
36 E. 69th St.
New York, NY 10021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Austin Javes
2867 Barfield Rd
Murfreesboro, TN 37128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawn M. Bertelli
70 Golden Hill Road Box 36
Lenox Dale, MA 01242



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Phillips
504 Shirleen Lane
Mine Hill, NJ 07803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Wager
426 Cornell Avenue
Des Plaines, IL 60016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. William Gardner
1501 NETLD
Central Lake, MI 49622



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Jaretsky
22 Parkway Ave
Clifton, NJ 07011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Schiavone
8060 Crestview Court
Alta Loma, CA 91701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Kiewit
405  Esplanade Apt 1
pacifica, CA 94044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joseph augustine
203commonwealth
trenton, NJ 08629



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glenn Knoblock
1407 Middletree Road
Joliet, IL 60433



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert & Lynda  Hegmann
2195 Howell street
Bellmore, NY 11710



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Igla
4237 Midland Rd.
Sarasota, FL 34231-6526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Flowers Ross
1466 Rimrock Ct.
Boise, ID 83712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shep Clyman
175 W 73rd St
#6J
new york, NY 10023





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Moore Brands
4260 S. Victoria Cir.
 Apt 2
New Berlin, WI 53151





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
l bryant
1281 sunsweet dr
lawrenceville, GA 30043-2613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Filip Stoj
365 S End Ave Apt 4A
New York, NY 10280
 



(917) 992-7330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
P Wright
2283 Mt Olive Church Rd
Newton, NC 28658



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert A Huebsch
5725 N Tarantula Trl
Tucson, AZ 85743-8792
 



(520) 682-7338



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Hemmer
345 University Ln.
Elk Grove Village, IL 60007-2748



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan A Blake
2891 Ninta Dr
Prescott, AZ 86301-4894
 



(718) 816-4991



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
...  Nice message above, states the facts and the obvious!  However, I want to add my own
note here.  Mankind has no business encroaching onto every last drop of soil on this
planet.  Mother Nature will do away with us if we don't start balancing our existence with
that of the other inhabitants on this planet.  We don't need to build more in deserts.  If



there isn't room, then start encouraging people to use birth control and slow population
growth.  It's ludicrous to think that we won't run out of water at the rate we are growing and
warming this planet.
 
Martee Colvin
555
Ogden, UT 84405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr S.A. Kingsley Rowe
21 Monte Alto Rd
Santa Fe, NM 87508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Berant
4545 SE Garrett Circle
Milwaukie, OR 97222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elaine broadhead
p0bx227
middleburg, VA 20118
 



(540) 687-5410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen W
4744 Sabrina Rd
Homer, AK 99603
 



9072357363



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andy Andre
5633 N Crestwood Blvd
Milwaukee, WI 53209
 



414-228-9842



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hugh A Havlik
1422 Aken Street
Port Charlotte, FL 33952
 



(941) 626-4919



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monica Jacksona
950 Temple Hills Drive
Laguna Beach, CA 92651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Dissette
PO Box 520266
SLC, UT 84152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rollin Odell
13210 NE James Way
Kingston, WA 98346
 



(360) 297-9531



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Calabrese
615 Bishop Rd
Highland Hts, OH 44143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Bossart
Chemin de la Cure 6 B
Prilly, ot 1008
 



++41 79 665 29 75



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Van Dyke
835 Lake Ridge Drive
Klamath Falls, OR 97601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Vanessa Piearson
Mason City, IA
 
Vanessa Piearson
1029 1st St. NW



Mason City, IA 50401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Mattingly
438 Lakewood Rd
Waskom, TX 75692



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce Peters
19 Columbia Landing
Columbia , CT 06237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there. I have visited this great wide open landscape many time and am
always awed by its majesty.  So I am understandably appalled at the Southern Nevada
Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?  What for: fancy fountains in Las Vegas, swimming pools all over Clark County.
Let Nevadans learn to conserve their available water and live within their means, not dry
up yet another aquifer and kill off all of nature's creations.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Sue mchenry
po box 1492
silverthorne, CO 80498



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robert hoggard
831 6th st.
802 Allegheny
verona, PA 15417-2152



 
919-452-2329



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
vilma perez
57 San Jose St. (ph-2)
San Juan, PR 00901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra F. Kaplan
782 West End Avenue Apt. 84
New York, NY 10025-5403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ms. pat manaster
2830 sierra drive, ne
albuquerque, NM 87110
 



505-884-7220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
This application is not sound for the environment!  I live in Santa Fe, New Mexico, and we
practice water conservation every day.   We landscape for drought conditions and
conserve water in a dozen ways.  The lifestyle of those in Las Vegas is unsustainable at its
current pace.   The least the citizens can do is practice water conservation, instead of
encouraging extravagant water usage by importing water and harming
 
Please deny this application, and in so doing support the natural heritage of the Great
Basin -- the wetlands, the springs, the streams.   Reasonable water usage can be
managed.  Please send this message!
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Newman
149 Alamo Drive
Santa Fe, NM 87501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
d mcinnes
3421 blossom street
columbia, SC 29205
 



(803) 765-9592



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kendra Holt
1111W.Univ.blvd.
Wheaton, MD 20902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Sanford
208 Fraser Park
Orleans, ON K1E1K



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Noden
19 Fairway Drive
Ithaca, PA 14850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ernst angenent
535 1/2 kirkwood terr.no.
st.petersburg, FL 33701
 



none



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Walter Birdwell
PO Box 206
Osceola, MO 64776



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jan Harris
4216 Emerson
Wichita Falls, TX 76309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I am a biologist who has spent two years working in the
mountains of northern/central Nevada and I believe that if you take the time to evaluate the
sustainability of pumping water from those aquifers to the unsustainable development of
southern Nevada, you will understand that this is not the answer to southern Nevada's
water problems.
 
The Great Basin is a unique, albeit abused ecosystem, and depleting what little water
exists there to provide Las Vegas with water would be detrimental on so many levels.
Besides the resulting habitat fragmentation and biodiversity loss, the long term depletion of
water resources is likely to end in multiple extinctions of very specialized species.
 
Nevada is a truly unique state and will only continue to be if its citizens continue to protect
its remaining resources. Please re-evaluate the negative impacts of this proposed project
and the seriousness of the sustainability issues at hand.
 
 
 
Ann Gilmore
1103 E. Breckinridge Street
Louisville, KY 40204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Tribby
2918 Clinton
Lincoln, NE 68503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Catherine Ward-Long
62 Mountain Creek Drive
Ellijay, GA 30536
 



706-276-2307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr Denise jones
2605 scholl dr
reno, NV 89503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Smith
101 Captains Way
Philadelphia, PA 19146



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Horne
619 Douglas Road
Salisbury, MD 21801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen Salomon
244 Woodland Dr
Buffalo, NY 14223
 



(716) 836-6089



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice S McTague
28-27 37th Street
Long Island City, NY 11103
 



(718) 626-6095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Miller
3728 Laurel Street
New Orleans, LA 70115-1330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Petkiewicz
916 Wren Drive
San Jose, CA 95125-2952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Carr
1614 Marquita Ave.
Colorado Springs, CO 80905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Heller
PO Box 113
Boylston, MA 01505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret T.M. Petkiewicz
916 Wren Drive
San Jose, CA 95125-2952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keith Robillard
34 Scenic View Dr
Turner, ME 04282



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Molly Dana
138 Allendale Rd
West Seneca, NY 14224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorota Sapinski
3409 Oak Glen Dr
Hollywood Hills, CA 90068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Sweet
PO Box 782
Wilson, WY 83014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean indemann
115 Dogwood Place
San Ramon, CA 94583



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicholas Mouzourakis
23846 Lloyd Ct.
Dearborn, MI 48124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
eric rohrig
3433 NW 22nd Terrace
Gainesville, FL 32605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ed maestro
1101 rt 32
Rosendale, NY 12472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I was born in Nevada and for several years I traveled around the state.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. This sounds like a really bad idea. Similar to what L.A. had done and the
results there were not very good.Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to
support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs
through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie A Bonham
720 S Dobson Road, #26
Mesa, AZ 85202-2750
 
(480) 668-7759



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave tindel
111 n1st
capitola, CA 95010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Hall
2117 Claremont Ave NW
Massillon, OH 44647



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Loreto Vargas
Beaugrenelle, 3
Paris, ot 75015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aaron Griffiths
5220 Wendela St.
Oceanside, CA 92056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Krissi Martel
1200 Thompson Rd. Apt. 1123
Wichita Falls, TX 76301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Sheldon
7235 N Buckboard Dr
Park City, UT 84098



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pertti Veijalainen
Barrio La Democracia
Santa Fe, ot 12500



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scot Markham
13 Hilton Dr
Conway, AR 72034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Joanne Garbato
426E Krieger Road
Webster, NY 14580



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Software Enginee Pete S Klosterman
Software Engineer
250 Baldwin Ave Apt 507
San Mateo, CA 94401-3923



 
(510) 658-0975



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Veronica Ambler
119 Lytham Road
Rugby, ot CV22 7PH



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S Malcolm
201 gramercy
reno, NV 89509



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren D
637 n 18th st
Philadelphia, PA 19130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marianne shouse
3507 w 79th st
prairie village, KS 66208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tatyana Stevens
23264 Two Rivers
Basalt, CO 81621



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Eades
2254 Standing Springs RD
Greenville, SC 29605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
zizel maron
ATHENS
ATHENS, ot 10676



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Ward
85 gold mine rd
cerrillos, NM 87010-9998



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ricardo Bosch
233 Park pl apt 17
Brooklyn , NY 11238



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Proprietor Dan Dugan
290 Napoleon St.
Studio E
San Francisco, CA 94124



 
415 821 9776



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
d cosmun
1925 hallifx
ptorange, FL 32128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
C C  Churilla
P O Box 124
Temecula, CA 92593



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Waybrant
1515 ridge rd 83
Ypsilanti, MI 48198



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail McGlone
3510 Dellefield St
New Port Richey, FL 34655-3107
 



7273765848



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ekaterina Harrison
PO Box 283
La Sal, UT 84530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Exec. Dir. Jorge Andromidas
780 Dexter St. #11
Denver, CO 80220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lura irish
POB 578
Lakebay, WA 98349
 



2538844160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Green
54 Cumbres Dr.
Candler, NC 28715-8106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Shaw
216 Arbour Ridge Park NW
Calgary, AB T3G 4C6



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle fitzgerald
332 bons ave
bowmanville , ON l1c0a2



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randy Pearson
1016 W. Tremont
Champaign, IL 61821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cletha Roney
418 Federal St.
Montague, MA 01351



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Y. Bramwell
45 Park Lane
Staten Island,, NY 10301-4417
 



718-442-3105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Joseph
3419 Brickwood Cir
Midland, NC 28107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anja Homburg
POBox 511
Yucca Valley, CA 92284



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nona VanDamme
229 Overlook Dr.
Derby, KS 67037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Feinn
10 West 15th Street
NY, NY 10011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colleen O'Donnell
734 N. 119th St.
Wauwatosa, WI 53226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Attorney at Law Alan Carlton
2208 Pacific Ave.
Alameda, CA 94501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michael rifkind
5899 Empire Grade
Santa Cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carrie brummette
7492 susans circle
park city, UT 84098



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
D P
3
F, FL 33332



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debora Stoll
577 Primos Rd.
Boulder, CO 80302
 



5059204574



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carlye Rheingruber
16 W Wrightwood Ave
Glendale Heights, IL 60139
 



3316845425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Wilander
403 W. Miller Ct.
Lake Geneva, WI 53147
 



2622481217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Boling
3149 S. Lincoln St., Unit B
Englewood, CO 80113



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Burling
2501 East Leroy Road
Cleveland, OK 74020
 



918 243 5353



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Weber
6921 Reed Rd
Conneaut, OH 44030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nick brannan
4603 lennox dr
austin, TX 78745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lyn hart
3003 w camino christy
tucson, AZ 85742



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DIANE TRACY
`708 E 9TH ST
TUCSON, AZ 85719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gretchen Taylor
215 S Jefferson st
Waterford, WI 53185



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Sharer-Price
7558 Dusk Street
Littleton, CO 80125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Bartlett
11968 LOCH-LOMOND RD
MIDDLETOWN, CA 95461



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bret Tyrey
17 Buckhorn Ct.
Warrenton, MO 63383



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Luucia
520 E. Frye Ave
Peoria, IL 61603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Laramee
219 W. Katmai Ave
Soldotna, AK 99669



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Lunghofer
2325 N 113th Place
Seattle, WA 98133
 



206-450-2079



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adriana Vallese
11984 rue Desenclaves
Montréal, QC H3M 2V9
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leilani Brandon
teacher
1032 D Street
Salida, CO 81201





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harley Goldman
1333 San Julian Place
Santa Barbara, CA 93109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Green
9542 Post Lane
Spotsylvania, VA 22551
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sharon kissell
4490 eagle ranch road
pueblo, CO 81004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Renee Aschbrenner
6922 Mary Caroline Circle
Alexandria, VA 22310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Rosedale
1605 So. 3rd. St
Louisville, KY 40208-5313



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
wayne smith
po box 140725
irving, TX 75014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allison Carpenter
5 East Eagle Rd.
Havertown, PA 19083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Willem van Erp
Wilack 308
Uden, ot 5403 VW



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Giorgia Fumagalli
Via Maso 17
sant'ambrogio di valpolicella (V, ot 37015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darius Fattahipour
7215 Calabria Ct., #82
San Diego, CA 92122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emma Bradshaw
2868 Valley Forge Road
Lisle, IL 60532-3256



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Martin
3843 Payton Ln.
Tracy, CA 95377



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Pickett
27210 N 65th Pl
Scottsdale, AZ 85266-8804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nobuko Tahara
105 South st
Willimantic, CT 06226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Sullivan
105 Arden Street, 5e
New York, NY 10040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Sklar
13301 Ludlow Avenue
Huntington Woods, MI 48070-1413



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kendra Pickett
27210 N 65th Place
Scottsdale, AZ 85266-8804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Combs
735 S Park Ave
Batesville, IN 47006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Isabella La Rocca
1918 Grant St. #3
Berkeley, CA 94703
 



5107049521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
radha bharadwaj
p.o. box 2655
redondo beach, CA 90278



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn De Mirjian
13534 Delano St
Valley  Glen, CA 91401-3032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
PAM BURNS
4513 CORRAL DR
BILLINGS, MT 59101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elisabeth Bittremieux
Kleine Kerkweg 1
Herent, ot 3020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Esther Bulis
10007 11th Ave NW
Seattle, WA 98177-5201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Reukauf
277 Enchanted Forest North
Lancaster, NY 14086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Sood
Oaklands Avenue
Watford, ot WD19 4LQ



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren vandenberg
2951 south bayshore drive
miami, FL 33133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheillah & Robert Scott
2695 Mathers Avenue
West Vancouver, BC V7V 2J3
 



6049250646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Michelle Feldman
310 West 120th Street, Apt 3D
New York, NY 10027
 



(212) 799-1962



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
amy frieden
9920 weko
bridgman, MI 49106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Dewenter
PO box 19386
Jrean, NV 89019
 



(702) 723-5121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Vegas
616 Adams Street
Redwood City, CA 94061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Merissa Winter-Lisbeth
6048 S. Indiana Ave
Cudahy, WI 53110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Hoff
1170 Milo Circle - Unit A
Lafayette, CO 80026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Consuelo Hannan
336 Sandoval Rd SW
Los Lunas, NM 87031-8564



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lilo Prinz
Aubrigstrasse 7
Au/ZH, ot 8804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
danielle king
203 w 35th
austin, TX 78705
 



(512) 466-7599



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
katia hammerer
2625 NE 14th ave
fort lauderdale, FL 33334



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hans-Peter Heinrich
Flensburger Str. 13
Frankfurt, ot 60435



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ron steinberg
1426 NW Portland Ave.
Bend, OR 97701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
P Marks
P.O. Box 0494
Brooklyn, NY 11209-0494



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lexi Donahue
207 N. Wayne Ave
Wayne, PA 19087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maxine biddle
108 barley pl
wake forest, NC 27587



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brandie Stephens
13642 Holmes St
Yucaipa, CA 92399



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Hesselink
W2838 Eagle Rd
Neshkoro, WI 54960
 



9+20-293-4455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Marjorie porter
723 collingwood dr
east lansing, MI 48823



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shelly Jones
5440 S 3535 W
Taylorsville, UT 84129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norman Kindig
18591 La Casita Ave
Yorba Linda, CA 92886



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Kiefer
3920 N Pine Grove
Chicago, IL 60613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. samantha church
1410  walt arney road
lenoir, NC 28645



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Borges
R.D. Luis Noronha, 9,1º
Lisboa, MO 1000-050
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hien Le
1 Tammie Ln
Peabody, MA 01960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wanda Halpin
219 N Main St
Milbridge, ME 04658-3413



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ramon  De Anda
1365 W. Pioneer Dr. #125
Irving, TX 75061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacqueline Podgorski
6231 Greenfield rd
Elkridge, MD 21075



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Reta McDermott
401 Thurston Street
Manhattan, KS 66502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynda Varner
7448 Batista St.
San Diego, CA 92111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Hamlin
270 Lakemoore Dr.
Atlanta, GA 30342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
"Environmentally unsound" is the word.  This proposed use of our water would be unwise,
blatantly lavish and indulgent.   I have no doubt such a decision would have profound and
long lasting negative effect upon our delicate high desert step ecology.  Do not allow it.
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,



 
Debra L Makoff
PO Box 711434
SLC, UT 84171
 
(435) 647-9225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mike helgesen
grand ave
omaha, NE 68134



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Mullen
6100 Ronald St. NW
Canton, OH 44718-1070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maria jose orobitg
major 25
barcelona, ot 08630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Peterson
1540 West Third St.
Santa Rosa, CA 95401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annette Long
12651 NW 117 ave
chiefland, FL 32626-4524



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elisabeth Richter
Strelzhofgasse 50
Wiener Neustadt, ot 2700
 



23450



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mika Nash
4 Vale Drive
Essex Junction, VT 05452



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristina Long
1811 E Grand Ave 138
Escondido, CA 92027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cam yuk
none
none, MI 165382
 



none



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Oldham
21 Ormond Pl.
Shirley, NY 11967



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L Pope
9715 Viceroy Dr E
Jax, FL 32257



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul mcalpine
301 w 118 st.
new york, NY 10026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Ress
112 Creighton Drive
Athens, AL 35613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Micah Goodman
3309 Bannon Dr
Savannah, GA 31404
 



(912) 691-2151



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Avery
1301 North Blair Avenue
Royal Oak, MI 48067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cynthia ramirez
3214 w marquette rd
chicago, IL 60629



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Tim Smerken
620 N 11th Street
Murphysboro, IL 62966
 



6183039633



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Hawkins
989 NW Colbern Rd
Lee's Summit, MO 64086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carole Mathews
220 Highlands Ridge Place SE
Smyrna, GA 30082
 



(770) 438-6163



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marisa Beltrame
v. mORO
Udine, ot 33100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Travis Herb
1179 N. Main St.
Ashland, OR 97520-9619
 



5413017273



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James McBride
339 S. Buhl Farm Dr.
Hermitage, PA 16148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven hills
107 Shorewood Lane
Shorewood, IL 60404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Hall
1100 ne 19th st
Moore, OK 73160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Every time man attempts to harness and control nature, be it on land or in water, a
catastrophe ensues.  Do not gamble with the modest amount of non-saline water that is
left.  It is NOT our place to continue to corrupt, but rather to steward what is left of our
NATURAL environment.  To do otherwise is beyond foolish, it will prove deadly.
 
Sincerely,



 
Susan Strelec
545 Centre Street, Apt. 406
Boston, MA 02130
 
(617) 522-9959



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk. I care about wildlife. These animals and the habitat they live in are a
shared natural and national heritage. Do the right thing and protect them.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Bylinowski
3800 Central Street
Kansas City, MO 64111





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Oles
5797 Siler City Snow Camp Road
Siler City, NC 27344-7257
 



9192009527



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claude McDonald
6633 Mt. Forest Dr
San Jose, CA 95120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne Raye
87 Highland Avenue
Hull, MA 02045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sergey kotkovskiy
5530 Wildwood Ct. B
willoughby, OH 44094
 



(330) 612-9659



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gerry collins
2
Murrieta, CA 92563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Abel
773 Franklin Street
Denver, CO 80218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Weisel
Locomotive Engineer
426 Edgewood Ave
Folsom, PA 19033-2213





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
darin henry
1916 Madison Street
Eugene, OR 97405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Felipe D. Garcia
3573 via las lupes
oroville, CA 95965
 



530-533-2357



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nina Aronoff
100 Bourne Street
Jamaica Plain, MA 02130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Baker
816 Concord St.
Pittsburgh, PA 15212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Veronika Belkiewitz
989 S. Main St. Ste A418
Cottonwood, AZ 86326



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chantal Buslot
Meybroekstraat 46
Hasselt, ot 3510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JOHN PETSCO SR.
12427 NHEDGES RUN DR SUITE 118
SUITE 118
WOODBRIDGE, VA 22192





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sam Khalsa
11 Tierra Verde
Santa Fe, NM 87506
 



(505) 603-6792



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maria gritsch
8854 lookout mountain avenue
los angeles, CA 90046
 



(323) 317-3559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Le Cam
1425 Kowalski Ave
Santa Barbara, CA 93101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louis Perez
4660 Fox Glen Ave
La Verne, CA 91750



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerri Hill
12460 N. Third Street
Parker`, CO 80134



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Coffee
13691 Gavina Ave. House541
Sylmar, CA 91342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Pinckney
Hickory
Llano, TX 78643



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lynne stokes
67 temple rhydding drive
bradford, ot bd17 5px



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Westfall
14835 Maidstone Court
Centreville, VA 20120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leone Batte
6456 London Groveport Rd.
Grove City, OH 43123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Debbie Slack
418 Jefferson Dr
Lynchburg, VA 24502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
aron shevis
302 windsor pl
brooklyn, NY 11218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Jones
37 Parl St.
Woodacre, CA 94973



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Hewitt
La Montua, 36
Marbella, ot 29602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sue rogan
7106 Fortune Drive #24
Middleton, WI, WI 53562



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Faith Battels
9360 Walsburg Rd
Leonardville, KS 66449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alfred Dabrowski
1324 E Camellia Ave Unit C
McAllen, TX 78501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Peterson
3640 Wintun Drive   Apt A
Carmichael, CA 95608-3340



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Go
East Ave Q-12
LIttlerock, CA 93543



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alyssa whitworth
582 Melody Lane
highland park, IL 60035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michel Blake
9494 E. Redfield Rd.
Scottsdale, AZ 85268



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am a glider pilot who has flown in Nevada many times, where I am happy to help support
the local economy by patronizing motels and restaurants. Part of what draws me there is
the natural beauty of your state. Thus, I am writing to you because I care deeply about the
Great Basin and all the people, plants and animals that live there. I am appalled at the
Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water
annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why pump that water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth, when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Valdata



36 Gina COURT
Elkton, MD 21921-2300



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
First I must say you all on those boards must be afraid to even walk into a church on
Sundays to even think of such an absurd and evil consideration............ Tell Las Vegas to
reallocate their water needs or even cut out lawn watering or those insidious waterfalls at
the casinos.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Mr. michael golembeski
P.O. Box 2468
Fort Collins, CO 80524



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cecilia Pipitone-Oliveto
57 Eva Avenue
Staten Island, NY 10306
 



7184482084



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carrie-Anne Brown
143 Canterbury Road
Sittingbourne Kent, ot ME10 4JA



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
thane harpole
2668 Kings Creek Rd
Hayes, VA 23072



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Woodhull
Cedar
SOlon, WI 54873



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J. D. Forbes
4037 N. Troy St.
Chicago, IL 60618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Sobel
15506 Bond Mill Road
Laurel, MD 20707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jean Crossley
box 1185
Winters, CA 95694



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Bennett
739 Madison St NE
Albuquerque, NM 87110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. John Dierig
610 Carrington Place
Loveland, OH 45140
 



(513) 583-5885



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael spillane
1955 W. kristal Way
Phoenix, AZ 85027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Wright
606. Robin Rd.
Ann Arbor, MI 48103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
You have the chance to do the thing that is right for all of your constituents and all
Americans, which is to conserve water and leave as much of it as possible where it was
put by the maker's hand.  Get it together to make Las Vegas halt its greed and support the
wider good.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted. The
current applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern
Nevada and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on
the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marya  Roddis
851 Third Street
Chama, NM 87520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Klein
17203 Debbie Rd
Los Gatos, CA 95033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave Thomas
4003 cumnor rd
downers grove, IL 60515



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Garritson
1917 E. Market St.
New Albany, IN 47150



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
GeorgeAnn Hemingway-Proia
19 Serramar Drive
Oakland, CA 94611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anita Wooton
5272 Highbury Circle
Sarasota, FL 34238
 



517 337-2708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Lewis
409 Cedar Hill Road
Eastsound, WA 98245
 



360-376-4401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shelly Jones
5440 S 3535 W
Taylorsville, UT 84129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rob van hyfte
855 s. 5th
frisco, CO 80443
 



773-426-0515



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n/a Abigail Gindele
77 Old South Rd
South Berwick, ME 03908
 



(207) 384-0973



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Gee
1888 N Rustler Trail
Camp Verde, AZ 86322



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Guy Vasilovich
TBD
Burbank, CA 91505-2616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Myers
2503 County Road 37
Lakeville, OH 44638-9604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Vasilovich
TBD
Burbank, CA 91505-2616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LISA ROBIE
1591 Madison St
Oakland, CA 94612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Parker
720 West Glen Way
Woodside, CA 94062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. susan kuhn
2835 se 64th ave
Portland, OR 97206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Zielinski
6 Farmington Way
New Providence, PA 17560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maud van Tol
Watermolen 90
Ridderkerk, ot 2



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Ann McDermott
29212 N. 155th Ave.
Surprise, AZ 85387



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberto Penaherrera
513 E 1st AVE
Roselle, NJ 07203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Seisei Tatebe-Goddu
10 Colonial Dr.
Norton, MA 02766



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Thomason
706  F st.     apt. 101
Chula Vista, CA 91910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harold Buttitta
5434 Landon Circle
Boynton Beach, FL 33437



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger and Judy McClure
29111 Lotusgarden Dr.
Canyon Country, CA 91387



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlie Bolton
8336 Currant Way
Parker, CO 80134
 



281-793-8594



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jon Boyden
1275 Westchester Place
Los Angeles, CA 90019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Carter
22118 W. Spruce Dr.
Antioch, IL 60002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Wright
po box 962
Murphys, CA 95247



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Minde Sunde
25325 SE 216th St
Maple Valley, WA 98038-7647



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ena Jung
1230 Elmwood Ave., Apt 3E
Evanston, IL 60202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frederick Sawyer
Hydrologist
7800 B Old Santa Fe Trail
Santa Fe, NM 87505



 
505 466 4363



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
leora polk
56 s garfield st
dayton, OH 45403-2003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J. Klein
Wilhelminasingel
Pijnacker, ot 2641JB



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim McClennen
2 Maryland Ave
Annapolis, MD 21401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dru Ann Delgado
220 Lea Street
Munhall, PA 15120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Morrissey
67 Kendall Avenue
Binghamton, NY 13903
 



607 723-3642



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katharine Lopez
3151 Mayfield Rd.
Cleveland Hgts., OH 44118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ana ribeiro
gaia
gaia, ot 4405-571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sidney Wechsler
5650 Una Del Drive
Rapid City, SD 57702
 



605-343-4247



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
colin taylor
27 eddy close
Romford, ot RM7 9HR



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ursula Fuller
96 Central Avenue
Canvey Island, ot SS8 9QP



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Nasser
1257 Virginia Avenue
Glendale, CA 91202
 



714-865-1510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melanie Swiderek
285 Winding Pond Road
Londonderry, NH 03053
 



603-437-0467



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Flamer
6500 Montgomery Blvd NE #324
Albuquerque, NM 887109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john augustine
17670 farmington rd.
w. farmington, OH 44491
 



440-548-2414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie  Tighe
710 N Howard
Kellogg, ID 83837



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We are writing to you because we care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants
and animals that live there, and areappalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Drs. Sher and Randall Todd
 
Dr. Sher Todd
4610 Aberfeldy Road



Reno, NV 89519
 
(775) 825-4610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Gessner
1942 Upper Crestview
Prescott, AZ 86305
 



9282371331



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
krista gremos
6802 sargent rd
indianapolis, IN 46256



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Benton
894  S Pantano rd
Tucson, AZ 85710



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carolyn Clark Pierson
teacher & tutor
5262 County Highway 14
Treadwell, NY 13846



 
607-829-3333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carole Dallek
1151 Brighton 15th Street, 4-K
Brooklyn, NY 11235-5909
 



718-646-5397



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
judith guidotti-sheridan
42 wright ave
Holbrook, MA 02343



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Hoelzeman
4301 W. Markham
Little Rock, AR 702205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Burch
132 Alder Dr
Ramsey, NJ 07446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Van Oxley
5494 College Ave., apt. 4
Oakland, CA 94618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank  Jozefiak
5757 N. Melvina
Chicago, IL 60646-6121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Janice Rocke
Dome House , Palo Colorado Canyon
Carmel, CA 93923
 



831 625-3856



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carrie Simon
1011 Chinle Ave Unit C
Boulder, CO 80304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
 
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S Batchelor
1823b West 39th
Austin, TX 78731





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Sego
1070 Shimmering Sand Drive
Ocoee, FL 34761-9138
 



407-578-8019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
KATE RAVENSTEIN
6984 E CAMINO DEL TORO
SAHUARITA, AZ 85629
 



5207629454



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Han
1795 W. Stadium Blvd.
Ann Arbor, MI 48103-5290



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janel Galvanek
 104 Crimson Drive
Harrison City, PA 15636
 



004916094427649



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Dave McGowan
2536 Nassau St
Sarasota, FL 34231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Dorfman
1823 Orange St SE
Olympia, WA 98501
 



360-480-9531



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Sorensen
333 W. North Ave.
Chicago, IL 60610
 



312-953-2455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Richard Luke
11911 Hilltop Dr.
Los Altos Hills, CA 94024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Perenich
215 Riverhill Dr.
Athens, GA 30606-4039
 



(706) 354-1586



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
linda laurin
17910 kelly blvd
dallas, TX 75287



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norma  Costain
249, Chappaquiddick Rd
Edgartown, MA 02539



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Neill
923 W. Altgeld St., #3
Chicago, IL 60614-2968
 



7735490246



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Stompe
72 Wood Lane
Fairfax, CA 94930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Handy
701 Green Valley Ln
Alamo, TX 78516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Zinn
629 East 24th Street
Brooklyn, NY 11210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jose Romero
532 Pine Street APT 2R
Philadelphia, PA 19106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen M Martin
6230 Chablis Drive
Shingle Springs, CA 95682
 



(530) 676-8661



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Joseph Victor
7228 Chavers Lane
Denham Springs, LA 70706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chuck Clarke
4604 Battleground Rd
FAYSTON, VT 05673



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Kennedy
91575 West Fork Road
Deadwood, OR 97430



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Brown
808 s 299 pl
Federal Way, WA 98003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evan Roman
4676 Greene Street
San Diego, CA 92107
 



619-222-2678



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margret Guerrieri
4206 Lake Haven Lane
Chattanooga, TN 37416
 



4405416406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Moser
171 Dewees Inlet Drive
Dewees Island, SC 29451



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I believe that living within our means in the desert southwest is
critical to the area's continued viability.  Nevada should not be able to negatively affect her
sister state of Utah for her own selfish and unsustainable needs.  What will you do after
the Snake Valley water has been exhausted by your ravenous growth?  Who will you
assault then?  As we're seeing in Washington D.C., difficult choices are ahead of us, and
the time to make the right decisions is now! 
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.



 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Rutherford
173 Painted Hills Drive
Ivins, UT 84738
 
(435) 986-4197



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carol  albert
122 west 71st
New York , NY 10023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Kennedy
5220 W 63 PL
Chicago, IL 60638



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Moma
943E dgemont Ave
Rock Hill, SC 29730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin O'Rourke
2723 Peacock Street
Jacksonville, FL 32207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Mullens
2611 Wells St.
Lake Station, IN 46405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ann Baier
2930 Geneva St
Dearborn, MI 48124-3356
 



313-561-7351



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J. Foster
2175 Stanbridge Avenue
Long Beach, CA 90815



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kay Olan
34 Clubhouse Drive
Saratoga Springs, NY 12866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
PL METSINGER
12020 W 92ND ST
LENEXA, KS 66215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Hough
601 S. San Pedro St.
Los Angeles, CA 90014
 



213-784-7577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Tousseau
2724 Galisteo Ct. #3
Santa Fe, NM 87505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Gates
Corliss Hill Road
Haverhill, MA 01830-1615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deb Kobres
5960 Milne Circle
North Fort Myers, FL 33903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate Sims
2732 S. Greenwood
Wichita, KS 67216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals
that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Carpenter
5202 Brookdale Lane
Austin, TX 78723



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jocelyn Blake
N7924 Smith Rd
Brooklyn, WI 53521
 



6082135970



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Hummel
8742 East Weldon Ave
Scottsdale, AZ 85251-5067
 



480-225-1559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen McCarthy
1917 Post Oak
Modesto, CA 95354



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why should water be pumped to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Bogden Muetzel
719 W 6th Ave
Oshkosh, WI 54902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
 
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lois Nelson
5913 Brown Rd



Oxford, OH 45056
 
(513) 523-1652



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheri Kenney
201 maple ave
Clarksburg, WV 26301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Ratner
2310 1/2 EstesRd.
Chico, CA 95928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen christensen
446 NE Fargo
Portland, OR 97212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
KIMBERLY ROSS
106 GUESTVILLE AVE
TORONTO, ON M6N4N6



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Earl L Hubbs
PO Box 230305
ENCINITAS, CA 92023-0305
 



(858) 771-1119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I recently read "The Big Thirst" which commended the innovative conservation efforts of
Las Vegas water planning. It seems that was PR, not reality, when I find Vegas is now
after heartland water.
 
So,  I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Clysta Seney
307 Los Padres Blvd.
Santa Clara, CA 95050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ROBERT KLEIN
9276 NAVAJO TRAIL
FLUSHING, MI 48433



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rita uljee
zernikeplaats 762
rotterdam, ot 3968jb



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ray Constance hearne
91 Bald Creek RD
Leicester, NC 28748



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marita Roos
26218 romance point
San Antonio, TX 78260



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doris Stiene-Adebanjo
508 Benson Lane
Chester Springs, PA 19425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie  Hass
820 Lehigh Avenue
Hartshorne , OK 74547



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alma Sills
1413 E. Sonora Ave.
Tulare, CA 93274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alma Sills
1413 E. Sonora Ave.
Tulare, CA 93274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harold Remus
85 Longwood Dr.
Waterloo, QC N2L4B6



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Kosem
10761 Blueberry Hill Dr.
Kirtland, OH 44094



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Appell
91 Dill Road
Phillips, ME 04966
 



(207) 639-2080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Appell
91 Dill Road
Phillips, ME 04966
 



(207) 639-2080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vincent Elliott
121-H Piccadilly Place
San Bruno, CA 94066-2117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nile Nugnez
Portland Street
London, ot SE17 2TN



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Brosh
216 Village Circle
Novato, CA 94947



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randall Nord
164 Whites Landing Road
Linden, VA 22642
 



540-635-5990



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Williams
1655 State Road WW
Fulton, MO 65251



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Derek Lovitch
29 Woodland Road
Pownal, ME 04069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Winston Goodrich
4010 Shoreview Ln
Missouri City, TX 77459



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Edwards
829 Defoe
Missoula, MT 59802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gayle ferioli
12501 w glen court
choctaw, OK 73020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Destine  Robertson
19574 Silver Ranch Road
Conifer, CO 80433



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Hamlin
270 Lakemoore Dr.
Atlanta, GA 30342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James J Sutcliffe
2328 N Norris Ave
Tucson, AZ 85719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Principal Hydrol Brian E Jones
8252 W. Sapphire Moon Way
Tucson, AZ 85743
 



(520) 906-7426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
pamela hamilton
8413 bellery avenue
las vegas, NV 89143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MADELINE WHITEHILL
6525 Northumberland Street
PITTSBURGH, PA 15217-1301
 



4125126985



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ardythe Tyszka
1735 Spruce St Suite D
Riverside, CA 92507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Gregory Garnant
23 E 10th St. Apt.516
New York, NY 10003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I am concerned about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and other options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Wishingrad
1626 San Pascual
Santa Barbara, CA 93101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hugo Perales
22 Duane St. #5
Redwood City, CA 94062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Narbutovskih
14288 Woodland Drive
Guerneville, CA 95446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maki Kitani
607-725 West 70th Avenue
Vancouver, BC V6P 2X3



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Spiegel
2204 Evergreen Drive
Folsom, NJ 08037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Ewing
1135 flanders Road
Reno, NV 89511
 



775 8524722



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John D Laughlin IV
N7915  902nd St.
River Falls, WI 54022
 



(715) 426-7777



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and I am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options - all viable and sustainable?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.  All of the above is simply unthinkable!
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paulette Zimmerman
5254A Oleatha
St. Louis, MO 63139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
brianne wettrick
parkway dr
eastlake, OH 44095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nancy spear
1 Lake Drive
murphysboro, IL 62966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Busby
4562 Sherrilltown Rd.
Watertown, TN 37184



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judi Miller
P.O. Box 1117
Nederland, CO 80466



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Viktoria Ratner
800 Woodland St
Columbia, TN 38401-3325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Saxon
241 Jackson Street
Michigan City, IN 46360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sue rogan
7106 Fortune Drive #24
Middleton, WI, WI 53562



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Thelander
21 Folsom Street
Dover, NH 03820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph S. Cox
25885 Trabuco Rd. #242
Lake Forest, CA 92630-6651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Stiles
70 Penarrow Rd.
Rochester, NY 14618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine LaMark
476 Milbeth Drive
Pittsburgh, PA 15228
 



412-343-1039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Maxwell
37 Ulster Road
old swan
Liverpool, ot L13 5SS



 
01512832672



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave Johnson
202 s mechanic
smethport, PA 16749



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
It is time for Vegas to learn to conserve and exist within its means. I am writing to you
because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there,
and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alisha Seaton
Actress/Teacher
3853 INglewood Blvd



Los ANGELES, CA 90066
 
3233562776



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
R. Woodward
233 W. Union St.
West chester, PA 19382-3326



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erica Facey
3430 Westminster Ct.
Napa, CA 94558



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alfred Petrich
P.O. Box 137
Skull Valley, AZ 86338



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phyllis O'Reilly
44 Waonahele Plaace
Haiku, HI 96708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Eckel
1775 Meadow Rd.
Southampton, PA 18966-4559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Parnel Ide
15 Chatsworth RD
Granby, CT 06035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ingrid Albrecht
833 W. Gunnison
Chicago, IL 60640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am horrified by the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would
we pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable
means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Garber
320 Smith Dr.
Petaluma, CA 94952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals
that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would we pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Putrich
2513 Huntleigh Road



Springfield, IL 62704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Alexandra Sweitzer
1401 Chestnut Xing
Lemont, IL 60439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Ayoub
8430 Gardena Hills Avenue
Las Vegas, NV 89178



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Graham
2045 30th Street
San  Diego, CA 92104
 



619-235-8335



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dania Zinner
1842 Canyon Blvd
Boulder, CO 80302
 



719-237-8614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phyllis O'Reilly
44 Waonahele Plaace
Haiku, HI 96708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Springer
11421 Appleton Drive
Parma Heights, OH 44130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joelle  Brady
34 Rosewood
W Seneca, NY 14224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Plaviak
6981 Duck Cove Road
Tallahassee, FL 32312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
G Allen Daily
4119 N 110th St
Wauwatosa, WI 53222-1104
 



4142084234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
OUR REGULATORY AGENCIES ARE RIDDLED WITH PRO-BUSINESS PEOPLE.
CORPORATIONS WIN, WE LOSE.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patsy Lowe
retired



65 Bonanza Rd
Palm Springs, CA 92262
 
no phone



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Abraham
304 Royal Lane
Blacksburg, VA 24060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne Layne
1042 Old Monrovia Road
Huntsville, AL 35806
 



(256) 837-5905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Briana  brower
Pearl St
Denver, CO 80203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Jasper
3921 Dawn Dr
Loomis, CA 95650
 



916-652-6453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mark Porter
1104 s wabash ave
chicago, IL 60605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
This plan is not a sustainable solution.  The demands for water would just increase, further
depleting other areas.  It is wrong for one area to develop by taking resources from
another area.   
 
Sincerely,
 



Theo B Giesy
4411Colonial Ave.
Norfolk, VA 23508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Brown
2626 Shriver Dr.
Fort Myers, FL 33901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Thomas Struhsaker
2953 Welcome Drive
Durham, NC 27705
 



(919) 490-5352



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Renee Slattery
11191 Caddie Lane
Concord, OH 44077
 



440-567-4335



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nickolas Gutierrez
8240 Linger Lodge Rd
Bradenton, FL 34202-9008
 



941-756-6677



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Boyd
105 Colora Court
Cary, NC 27513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Radau
8 Wallace Dr
Plainview, NY 11803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
howard labadie
35611 red rover mine road
acton, CA 93510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Huggins
900 n tucson st
aurora, CO 80011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jon Tourville
15630 Fox Creek Ln
Colorado Springs, CO 80908
 



(719) 495-6182



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth DeLoma
117 West 58th Street  Apt. 10C
New York, NY 10019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Moran
1224 Shoshanna Drive
Orlando, FL 32825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jini Fisher
11229 Issaquah Hobart Rd SE
Issaquah, WA 98027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Rusty Simpson
1523 Marshall St
Baltimore, MD 21230
 



410-527-9999



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Dummer
195 Rhapsody
IRVINE, CA 92620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Just
222 Indian Church Road
West Seneca, NY 14210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Jill M Blaisdell
5152 earl Dr.
La canada, CA 91011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruben Levario
1002 Annex Avenue Apartment 105
Dallas, TX 752047142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruben Levario
1002 Annex Avenue Apartment 105
Dallas, TX 752047142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cornelia Rueckert
Bgm-Peters-Str. 6
6
Northeim, ot 37154





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheila Morway
407 Sherman St.
Middleville, MI 49333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer DeLeeuw Lindquist
290 E. 11th Ave.
Broomfield, CO 80020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Austin Kendall
35 Jamaica Lane
Cheektowaga, NY 14225
 



585-409-9536



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristin Fernald
98 Salmonberry Lane
Lopez Island, WA 98261



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing  as a frequent tourist to this region,  care deeply about the Great Basin and all
the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. victoria E crampton
5891 Sypes Canyon Road
bozeman, MT 59715



 
(406) 587-8587



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S Soo
Alameda
Alameda, CA 94501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Krisha Pessa
553 East 700 South #4
SLC, UT 84102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Leifer
PO Box 160
Santa Ynez, CA 93460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Hanson
5431 Meadow Circle
Huntington Beach, CA 92649



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Penny Johnson
1455 Ludington Circle
Romeoville, IL 60446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Lombard
2 Morrow Lane
Groveland, MA 01834



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Maurer
3707 West Kilbourrn Avenue
Milwaukee, WI 53208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aeyrie Silver Eagle
16934 Lake Terrace Way
Yorba Linda, CA 92886



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eldridge Hardie
2382 S. Fillmore St.
Denver, CO 80210
 



303-756-5662



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Brock
8017 holy cross pl
Los Angeles, CA 90045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Graham
1380 Park Place #6
Union Grove, WI 53182



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alexis val
1835 east hallandale beach blvd ste466
hallandale beach, FL 33009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. glenn O clark
4706 hightimber ln.
flagstaff, AZ 86004
 



(928) 526-7762



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Tocco
216 Prospect Ave
Pine Beach, NJ 08741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Johns
19872 Cachagua Rd.
Carmel Valley, CA 93924



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacob R. Raitt
6905 Scotch Drive
Laurel, MD 20707-5320
 



301-317-9646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
germain Puerta
12 bd national
marseille, ot 13001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
megan Littlefield
11 green
St. Croix, VI 00824



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sally Lyon
33 Oak St.
Rhinebeck, NY 12572-1349



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Connie Curnow
219 E. Summer Meadow
Bountiful, UT 84010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marsha Mathews
4158 Utah
Saint Louis, MO 63116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mathias Provost
3 rue Borde
Trets, ot 13530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there.
Please DENY  the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada -- this is
unacceptable!  
 
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support UNSUSTAINABLE
GROWTH when there are viable means of meeting the water needs:
increased conservation;
smart growth;
keen management; and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, TO DENY AN APPLICATION for an INTERBASIN TRANSFER of water if
he finds that the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin
being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
BE AWARE THAT WATER TABLES WOULD DROP BY 200 FEET and -- ; 192,000-plus
acres of prime Great Basin shrubland habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to
dryland grasses and annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara
mustard.
 
ALSO E AWARE THAT 8,000 ACRES OF WETLANDS WOULD BE DESTROYED along
with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams. - ALL THIS JUST TO FEED THE
EXPANSION OF LAS VEGAS?!   A poor choice of actions!
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah.



 
Please DENY the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
UNSOUND IMPACTS they would cause. IN LIGHT OF OTHER OPTIONS available to the
authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Summers
2311 River Plaza Dr;15A
SACRAMENTO, CA 95833
 
916-927-5570



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carole Vigeant
7242 de Noue St.
Montreal, QC H1S 2E4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn Galloway
5843 Darrah Rd
Mariposa, CA 95338



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Quinn
5625 Brendan Av.
Madison, WI 53711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stacie Wolny
644 Snyder Drive
Los Gatos, CA 95033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Rhyne
4316 212th St Ct E
Spanaway, WA 98387



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Kirkbride
23 Oakland Avenue
Hillcrest, ot 3650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
June Rees
4567 Chipmunk Rd
Middleburg, FL 32068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kristin  erbach
215 krols ln
honesdale , PA 18431
 



5704704714



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Smith
1048 Bay Oaks Drive
Los Osos, CA 93402
 



805-440-0235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bildemo Walker
1531 Prouty Drive
Evergreen, CO 80439-9450



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Delia Schamsai
Rumpffsweg 33
Hamburg, ot 20537



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
t mullarkey
881 s. powell
kanab, UT 84741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arlene Forwand
8 Hampton Hill Ct.
Huntington, NY 11743-5725



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Flannigan
27922 Avenida Cuaderno
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Ernst Bauer
11581 S 28th Ave
Laveen, AZ 85339-1736



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Allard
709 E. Jones St
Sherman, TX 75090
 



9038922149



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Member Rick Hammel
Retired
355 County Road 201
Craig, CO 81625



 
9706244536



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
As long as we use money as a medium of exchange, we will always have poverty. It's the
basic economic principle of supply and demand.  There must be a constant and increasing
demand for money; otherwise it's valueless.  Those who most need money must
continually labor for it simply to survive. The more people need it, the more willing they are
to do abominable things to get it.  Wealthy and politically powerful people control the
money supply, restricting global trade for profits.  Used for world domination and the



spread of terrorism, those who control it wage wars and pass trade agreements
impoverishing the many to benefit the few.  We don't have to barter individual goods and
products.  By voluntarily using our skills and abilities to benefit humanity by structuring
service, social and industrial unions to produce, develop and distribute the world's
resources we can abolish the overwhelming social ills caused by money:  poverty,
homelessness, global environmental destruction, waste, illiteracy, war, injustice, crime,
slavery, governmental and corporate
corruption and fraud, overpopulation and ill health around the world.  Only by abolishing
money can international cooperation secure genuine world peace, aided by the use of
Esperanto, the international language of peace.  <antigoldrush.com>
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Gilmore
930 Post. St., #14
San Francisco, CA 94109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a frequent visitor to the Great Basin area, I am writing to you because I care deeply
about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at
the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of
water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our
water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rick LaPorte
5845 Prince Ct
Lisle, IL 60532



 
(708) 387-0748



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brittany Porter
25 Adams Street
Saint Albans, VT 05478



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Church
10703 Cramer Rd KPN
Gig Harbor, WA 98329-5518



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sauwah tsang
10486 glenna lodge
las vegas, NV 89141



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J.W.F. W Holliday
213 80th Avenue
Myrtle Beach, SC 29572
 



(843) 358-8300



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ben Blanding
3805 164th ST SW
Lynnwood, WA 98087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
311 Lincoln Park amy schumacher
4127 middlebrook dr
beavercreek, OH 45440



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margit Meissner-Jackson
114 Division Street
West Creek, NJ 08092
 



(609) 296-4367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane  Graff
19665 69th Avenue
Fresh Meadows, NY 11365



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As someone who has spent time camping in and traversing the Great Basin, I know that
the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of
water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada represents insanity. Why
on Earth would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation
and smart growth management options?
 
As you already know, NRS 533.370(6), currently requires YOU to deny an application for
an interbasin transfer of water if you find that the proposed transfer would not be
"environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ava Strong
725 Barrington Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90049
 



(310) 795-0978



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeannine Anderson
1001 Cooper PT Rd SW #140-178
Olympia, WA 98502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristen Stout
11707 Foxvale Court
Oakton, VA 22124
 



(540) 636-4460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paola orazi
caligola
aprilia, ot 04011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Hunter
56 Rt 54 East Lake Road
Penn Yan, NY 14527
 



315 694 7347



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
April Quigley
3600 Lake Earl Dr.
Crescent City, CA 95531



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mirta Klaric
45 Pacific Court
London, ON N5V 3N4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Fran Hardy
31 Old Road
Lamy, NM 87540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Ruperti
15 Windsor st.
Chelmsford, MA 01824



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
a blumenstetter
p o box 73
la pine, OR 97739



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amber Blanding
785 fyler rd
kirkville, NY 13082



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
donita lyden
645 windmill way
vidor, TX 77662



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shannon Milhaupt
740 W Fulton St #601
Chicago, IL 60661
 



7739153712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monica and Hugo Steensma
Real Estate Broker
627 Calle de Valdez
Santa Fe, NM 87505





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mina Connor
25 Crosby Lane
Londonderry, NH 03053
 



603-434-0096



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brook Edwards
2542 Elysium Ave
Eugene, OR 97401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gene Wojciechowski
1174 Fair Oaks Ave # 32
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Cline
15 Boeing Road
New Cumberland, PA 17070-2402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ginnie Maurer
117 Isaiah Lane
Falling Waters, WV 25419



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Nelson
3 Sadore Lane # 5Y
Yonkers, NY 10710
 



914-356-0039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dana Silvernale
730 1/2 Third Ave
Blue Lake, CA 95525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louis C Harris
1002 Abington Rd
Cherry Hill, NJ 08034
 



(856) 428-4052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Herst
203-2130 Cambridge St
Vancouver, BC V5L 1E3
 



(604) 708-5933



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosa Perez
1824 Sharwood Pl
Crofton, MD 21114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marina jelicic
cvijiceva 28
slovacka
belgrade, ot 00381





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aaron Smoot
3216 Dewar Dr
Rock Springs, WY 82901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
virginia mellace
17 scotland point rd
york, ME 03909



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Hilbert
758 red mill road
Norfolk, VA 23502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Hardeman
1815 Wilson Avenue
Bellingham, WA 98225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
laura kaufman
10540 leeke road
chelsea, MI 48118
 



(734) 433-9415



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol  Wiley
15457 Eto Camino Rd.
Victorville, CA 92394



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Taylor
3644 1/2 Mentone Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Paige
448 Beach 144th Street
Neponsit, NY 11694



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Guay
box 1281
Chewelah, WA 99109-1281
 



509-230-7580



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Howard Battels
9360 Walsburg Rd
Leonardville, KS 66449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Easterday
5271 NW 140th Ave
Portland, OR 97229
 



503-672-9315



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Moran
872 Campfire Rd SE
Rio Rancho, NM 87124-6107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim  Miller
P.O. BOX 777
WOODACRE, CA 94973



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Miller
46376 186th St
Castlewood, SD 57223
 



605-793-2670



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Bunton
9801 w parmer ln.#113
Austin, TX 78717



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carrie Williams
7300 Cedarpost Rd. Apt. JA
Apt. JA
Liverpool, NY 13088





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maryann Piccione
2202 Arcadia Rd
Holiday, FL 34690



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Huff
3954 Olympic Way
Salt Lake City, UT 84124
 



801-631-4507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rae Ann Gustafson
303 LaVerne Ave Apt A
Apt A
Mill Valley, CA 94941





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joshua Martin
3455 N. Newcastle
Chicago, IL 60634



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. steve simmons
173 james river road
beavercreek, OH 45434



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miriam Wesselink
Raaphorstlaan 11
Wassenaar, ot 2245BG
 



703389050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Gold
6545 Richards Ave
Santa Fe, NM 87508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allain Hale
5327 Densaw Road
North Port, FL 34287



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Victoria Molinari
19880 3rd ave nw 35
Poulsbo, WA 98370



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Walker
2125 N 123rd Drive
Avondale, AZ 85392



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ashley Holbrook
10111 N Cherry Dr Apt A3
Kansas City, MO 64155



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
m jacobson
949 Ulster Heights Road
Ellenville, NY 12428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Carlson
130 Pasdena Road
Whiting, NJ 08759



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Schwartz
2250 NW 114th Ave
Miami, FL 33172-3652



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Magoo Shoulderblade
General Delivery
Lame Deer, MT 59043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Britton
21907 Cold Spring Dr
Leander, TX 78641



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
angus m Macdonald
PO Box 111
Elkwood, VA 22718-0111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
brent small
1623 se 50th ave.
portland, OR 97215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvia Cooper
1 Stanhill Dve
Surfers Paradise, ot 4217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John & Rachel Heuman
421 Kedzie
Evanston, IL 60202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Corinne Cather
4325 44th Street
Sacramento, CA 95820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ilene Paluck
16014 S. 15th Drive
Phoenix, AZ 85045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Holly Childs
5925 N Hawthorne Ave
Rock Hall, MD 21661



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ben Arnold
6716 NW 62nd Street
Tamarac, FL 33321
 



954.721.5060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy Fugate
6685 Stillwell-Beckett Road
Oxford, OH 45056
 



513-523-3449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
philadelphia prokop
14 Rainbow Terr
+`+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++
West Orange, NJ 07052





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Young
1416 Striebel Rd  #113
Columbus, OH 43227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Don L Leonard
13 Highland Drive
Media, PA 19063
 



(610) 859-8989



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Marsha Weston
11446 Whisper Green
San Antonio, TX 78230
 



(210) 832-5243



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate Wenzell
5249 Long Canyon Dr.
Fair Oaks, CA 95628
 



(505) 299-0354



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Galonski
11520 Colpaert Dr.
Warren, MI 48093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jardin etienne
av pomereu
aulnay, ot 93600



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john mcwilliams
7817 El Pastel Dr
Dallas, TX 75248



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robert bogart
12621 cijon street
san diego, CA 92129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Allen
88 Lexington Avenue
New York, NY 10016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Estelle Denamur
Avenue du Rond-Point 12
Rixensart, ot 1330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dianne Fortney
28 Argyle Street
London, ON N6H 1Y5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
angelika davis
835 6th ave
salt lake city, UT 84103
 



(801) 534-0493



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
SUSAN MESSENGER
14178 ROUTE 19
PA, PA 16441



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Martini
23 Maple Rd.
Randolph, MA 02368



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Carter
31 Arrowhead Circle
Rowley, MA 01969



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie-Louise Schulz
Steirische Straße 15
Dresden, ot 01279



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Andrade
5945 Happy Pines Dr.
Foresthill, CA 95631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Patterson
1550 Sunny Ct
Walnut Creek, CA 94595



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim P. Strong
2818 Barrett Baxter Dr.
Newton, NC 28658
 



8282000236



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Cliff Lambert
4520 Park Ln Ct
Terre Haute, IN 47803-2052
 



(812) 877-4116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. David Greene
806 Francis Av
Columbus, OH 43209
 



(608) 257-1278



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lucilene Morandi
Rua Mexico 745
Pendotiba
Niteroi - Rio de Janeiro, ot 24320055





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Debra Day
501 center
Jupiter, FL 3:;58



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David D Stout
354 Lakeside Rd
Angola, NY 14006-9551
 



(716) 549-3386



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Hayden
1415 Sandalwood Ct
Evansville , IN 47720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Benjamin Hunter
758 Kapahulu Ave Ste 100 #1051
Honolulu, HI 96816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please deny the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. transferring this
water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth is not feasible when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
The water authority's request would cause catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would
occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as documented in the Bureau of Land
Management's "draft environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and cause extinction of some species of
desert fish and springsnails. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the
imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monica Gan
770 Canyon Oaks Drive
Oakland, CA 94605
 
(510) 540-3748



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Albert Garcia
250 E. Valley View Dr.
Fullerton, CA 92832



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Kensicki
3728 Congeniality Way
Raleigh, NC 27613
 



9198455005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Neal
26 North Church St. Apt C
Cortland, NY 13045
 



607-423-8157



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michael Jhon
513 Lexington ave.
El Cerrito, CA 94530
 



510-527-5303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cecilia Nall
3135 Lisenby Ave. Unit 102
PANAMA CITY, FL 32405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katie Sirk
16181 Frederick Rd
Woodbind, MD 21797
 



(410) 549-6325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Russell
1602 Spann Ave.
Indianapolis, IN 46203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maxon Goudy
545 Pleasant St
Weymouth, MA 0



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
D Rhew
405 Hilgard
Los Angeles, CA 90095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Pierre
4171 Opal Street
Oakland, CA 94609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Earl I White
25903 27th PL S
Kent, WA 98032
 



(435) 613-1240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Olga Abella
12129 N 675th St
Robinson, IL 62454



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Fitze
12914 W 102nd St
Lenexa, KS 66215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Herbert Hernandez
washington ave
brooklyn, NY 11238



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marci Stuckey
812 Skysail Ave
Carlsbad, CA 92011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Brennecke
540 CR 2521
Bonham, TX 75418



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A Adams
20415 Via Paviso
Santa Clara, CA 95014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aubrie Aldridge
4906 Ave H
Austin, TX 78751



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tony Sanchez
PO Box 105
Obrien, OR 97534
 



5415926944



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Schoenstewin
416 14th PL SW
Vero Beach, FL 32962



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Atkinson
1425 S. 17th St.
New Castle, IN 47362



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Ghelfi
1010 25th St NW
Washington, DC 20037-1625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stefania Marchesotti
via laveno 59
Cittilgio, ot 21033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paul runion
190 kipling ave
ben lomond, CA 95005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth  Plikaitis
62 Tamarac Road
Wallingford, CT 06492



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Bailey
17535 32nd Avenue N.E.
Seattle, WA 98155
 



(206)367-4648



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Janet Chase
2025 N.E. Rachel Ct.
Bend, OR 97701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Christy Dan
3S077 Sequoia Dr
Glen Ellyn, IL 60137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Jones
2349 N 23rd St
Lafayette, IN 47904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sybil Schlesinger
22 Rockland Street
Natick, MA 01760



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S.R. Mccurdy
192 sundance
Laughlin, NV 89028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Kerschner
3681 Cooks Hill Road
Centralia, WA 98531
 



(360) 807-5106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Alexander
550 N. Millard Ave
Rialto, CA 92376



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
PHILIP Johnson
12 Clover Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27517



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yvonne French
322 E Kirkwood Ave
Bloomington, IN 47408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas O'Dell
615 Texas St
Houston, TX 77002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,  James McCormick - resident of Nevada for a half century
 
James McCormick
6319 Windy Meadow Drive
Reno, NV 89519



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Boyce
914 Jefferson
Valparaiso, IN 46383



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maria sanchez
rio madeira 1489
guadalajara, ot 44439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump this water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
"It is horrifying that we have to fight our own government to save the environment."
-- Ansel Adams
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
"Our government is like a rich and foolish spendthrift who has inherited a magnificent
estate in perfect order, and then has left his fields and meadows, forests and parks to be
sold and plundered and wasted."
-- John Muir
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
"As we peer into society's future, we--you and I, and our government--must avoid the
impulse to live only for today, plundering for our own ease and convenience the precious
resources of tomorrow. We cannot mortgage the material assets of our grandchildren
without risking the loss also of their political and spiritual heritage. We want democracy to
survive for all generations to come, not to become the insolvent phantom of tomorrow."
-- Dwight D. Eisenhower
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
"Every man who appreciates the majesty and beauty of the wilderness and of wild life,
should strike hands with the farsighted men who wish to preserve our material resources,



in the effort to keep our forests and our game beasts, game-birds, and game-fish--indeed,
all the living creatures of prairie and woodland and seashore--from wanton destruction.
Above all, we should realize that the effort toward this end is essentially a democratic
movement."
-- Theodore Roosevelt
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
"A thing is right when it tends to preserve the integrity, stability, and beauty of the biotic
community. It is wrong when it tends otherwise."
-- Aldo Leopold
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Lish
PO Box 113
Olema, CA 94950
 
415-663-8037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Schubert
Po Box 6002
Los Osos, CA 93412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Flory
865 Natures Walk
Gray, GA 31032
 



4789369887



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Warfield
Po box 138
Beallsville, MD 20839



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Deming
901 E. Bloomington Street
Iowa City, IA 52245
 



(319) 325-7559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kayla Foney
2172 Condor Drive
Lawrenceville, GA 30044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurence Kone
2520 Ryan Road #87
Concord, CA 94518



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Bourke
10521 S Prospect Ave
Chicago, IL 60643
 



773-255-5812



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nadya Schmeder
1901 York ST
Napa, CA 94559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
raul soltero
rio madeira 1489
guadalajara, ot 44430



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Imelda Avendano
1700 w 26th st
Mission, TX 78574



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marybeth Sharp
621 Carriage Road
Grants Pass, OR 97526-8810
 



 (541)955-4997



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Breznay
136a Braemar Avenue
London, ot NW10 0DP



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhonda Anderson
324 Center Street
Apt. A
Kennett Square, PA 19348





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tania Piombetti
6233 Corbin Ave
Tarzana, CA 91356



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anne martin
po box 931343
los angeles, CA 90093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Hagel
37088 Arden
Newark, CA 94560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
c Menkes
202 ave of the americas
ny, NY 10013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steven thaw
30 woodside drive
moraga, CA 94556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Embley
50 Riverside
Ave, NJ 08554
 



609.284.5197



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mikki Aganstata
1321 Wild Pine Drive
St. Augustine, FL 32084



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lily Lashway
Overlook drive
Northampton, MA 01060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathleen evans-hatton
17320 wooster rd
mt vernon, OH 43050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Malvin
21 Yeardleys Grant
Williamsburg, VA 23185
 



757-345-6548



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Another example of corporate priorities over environment.   Expanding the Las Vegas area
is totally unsustainable.  People living there - and businesses, expecially - should conserve
water or pay more, but the state should not be dig up to expand an area that's overbuilt
already. The idea is shameful and unethical.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Barbara Hegedus
404 Fox Trl.
Parkesburg, PA 19365-9198
 
Phone



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janis Weisner
3706 Marks Pl
Ft. Worth, TX 76116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Trivich
12515 SHAFER PL
KAGEL CANYON, CA 91342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Marcia Flannery
363 40th St.
Oakland, CA 94609
 



(510) 923-1293



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Bauer
112 Snowden Drive
Pittsburgh, PA 15229
 



412-366-7024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am disgusted at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's desire to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Nevada's
"interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state engineer
(you) to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the proposed
transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted. Water tables
would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland habitats would
be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals, supporting invasive
species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of wetlands would be
destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be huge, and some species of desert fish and springsnails
would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the imperiled
greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn
and elk. These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern
Nevada and western Utah.
 
I hope you will deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to
the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
Lawrence H Thompson
1069 Felicia Court
Livermore, CA 94550
 
(925) 455-9473



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kathie Mudge
6125 E. Quince St.
Mesa, AZ 85215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Krista Casal
321 Van Ness Ave
Ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brandon Ballinger
1311 41st
Wilmington, NC 28403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shelva Wood
1016 Acadia Drive
Plano, TX 75023-7318
 



972-881-9082



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lesley Ahmed
5911 20th Avenue NW
Seattle, WA 98107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Ecosystems of Nevada and western Utah are under attack: The Southern Nevada Water
Authority has submitted a right-of-way application to the Bureau of Land Management for a
300-mile pipeline to export more than 57 billion gallons of water a year from Great Basin
aquifers. These aquifers were filled by ice sheets that melted 10,000 years ago; their water
would go to Las Vegas, a city just over a century old trying to expand in the driest desert in
North America
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.



 
Sincerely,
 
ms. josie lopez
508 candado place
el paso, TX 79912
 
5816520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Birgit Dashi
Paul-Keith-Str. 17
Forchheim, ot 91301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura  McCalla
411 Mill Street
San Marcos, TX 78666



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Blumberg
117 Nonantum Street
Newton, MA 02458



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim Hoekstra
605 W. 3rd St.
Pella, IA 50219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jody Fessler
Environmental Consultant
7550 13th Hole Dr
Windsor, CA 95492





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bonnie spromberg
827 peterson st
ketchikan, AK 99901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I am concerned.  I care deeply about the Great Basin and all
the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Wilkey
3318 Enterprise Road E
Safety harbor, FL 34695-5344





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lacey Pierson
837 E 49th St
Chicago, IL 60615
 



360-601-8737



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Benhard
1405 Washington Blvd. #1
Ogden, UT 84404-5746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alisha Myers
167 G Rd
Reedsville, WV 26547



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Sirotinina
5 Montague House Sunderland Road
Chellaston
Durham, ot DH1 2LF





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Roblin
192 Oakvale Blvd.
Buffalo, NY 14223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michele carta
via santa apollonia, 79
cividale del friuli, ot 33043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bette Nelson
1219 SW 126th St - Apt. #1
Burien, WA 98146-3049
 



206-988-6929



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Earle
335A Harvard Street
Cambridge, MA 02139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Parrett
167 Daytona Ave
Holly Hill, FL 32117-5036
 



3862530164



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Parrett
167 Daytona Ave
Holly Hill, FL 32117-5036
 



3862530164



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vivian Blau
3399 S. Patton Way
Denver, CO 80236
 



720-596-4377



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynda Marzahnb
16 Mile Road
Coventry, RI 02816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A S
59
Chicago, IL 60659



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joseph Hamilton
305 Mountainside Dr
Nashville, TN 37215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Douglas
1007 Yankee Court
Warrenton, MO 63383
 



636 528-8847



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Trudy Killa
805 Bass Dr.
Plano, TX 75025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Parmenter
617 Grove Street
Bishop, CA 93514



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Tripp
505 Seventh Street
Boulder City, NV 89005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vic Bostock
17 Cliveden Green
Altadena, CA 91001-0017
 



0115 9844316



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tahlia Uranga
16423 Fox Crossing Ln.
Spring, TX 77379



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Copy Editor annie belt
540 bonita ave., #203
san jose, CA 95116
 



(408) 288-6322



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maynard Freemole
2002 SE Crystal Circle
Corvallis, OR 97333-1825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denis Zafiropoulos
1013 Palisade Ave.
Union City, NJ 07087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john hutchinson
350 Noxontown Rd.
Middletown, DE 19709
 



3023769869



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Thornhill
551 West 160th st.
New York, NY 10032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andra Murray
1534 San Pedro
Sparks, NV 89436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
MY WIFE! FAMILY AND FRIENDS ARE writing to you because WE care deeply about the
Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern
Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually
from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to
southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting
the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
PLEASE SAVE WATER FOR OUR LOCAL AREA NEEDS !!!
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven and suzanne Dauber



3751s.w. Canoe creek ter
Palm city, FL 34990



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amity Palmer
3135 North Hill Rd. Apt #
Lincoln, NE 68504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Sodos
7095 Catalpa Rd.
Frederick, MD 21703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Paul Nelson
PO Box 872
Twain Harte, CA 95383



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Myrna Torrie
3831 47th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98105
 



(206) 524-4316



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Cloud
1707 Taylors Lane
Cinnaminson, NJ 08077



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Luna Gooding
606 A Venezia Ave.
Venice, CA 90291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rita Raftery
99 Hobart St
Ridgefield Park, NJ 07660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tiffany Gray
12136 Hamlin Blvd
West Palm Beach, FL 33412
 



5616442062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Serra
2747 Via Capri
Clearwater, FL 33764



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Niky Cortese
via pasolini
fiumicello, HI 33050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Frost
4253 Meadowlark Drive
calabasas, CA 91302-1848



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Venessa Komocar
25399 The Old Rd# 9203
Stevenson Ranch, CA 91381



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Smith
1860 Barnett Shoals Ste103 PMB485
Athens, GA 30605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jamie Ashby
12 E Stuart St Apt 10
Fort Collins, CO 80525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Alexander
135 Hancock
San Francisco, CA 94114
 



4158640863



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Rose Sherman
147 Greenhill Drive
Butler, PA 16001-1942



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Noel Hutchings
409 Knobloch Avenue
Jeffersonville, IN 47130
 



812-288-5175



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin  Fogel
439 Valley Rd
Montclair, NJ 07043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Climate Program Kassie Siegel
59967 Onaga Trail
Joshua Tree, CA 92252
 



(760) 366-2232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Lodge
1 Smithies Moor Close
Birstall
Wakefield, ot WF17 8AY





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily McDonald
826 Hickory St.
Scranton, PA 18505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Lindner
133 Eureka Street
San Francisco, CA 94114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Blatz
1301 W Emerson Apt 4
Seattle, WA 98119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
giorgio pizzo
via zisa 18
Palermo, ot 90135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CPA Ragen Tilzey,CPA
1771 Oakdale Dr
McKinleyville, CA 95519



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
NK Acevedo
3 Carson St #3
Boston, MA 02125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Sexton
120 South Dahlia Street
Pharr, TX 78577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Matz
3818 Whitman Ave
Cleveland, OH 44113-3233
 



216-651-6567



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shannon petty
2880 W. 116th pl. #105
westminster, CO 80234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hannah N Dring
17 Skassen Lane
Harpswell, ME 04079



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan DeLuke
1468 Union St.
Oneida, NY 13421



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Shaughnessy
7308 N Skyview PL A208
Tacoma, WA 98406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Townsend
7 LaDue Road
Hopewell Junction, NY 12533-6467
 



845-897-3280



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dustin  Hiles
160 S. Coeur d'Alene St. #A203
SPOKANE, WA 99201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Hamilton-jones
47 road
Halesite, NY 11743



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Straussburg
Virginia St #5
El Segundo, CA 90245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Ashton
15 Crumitie RD
Loudonville, NY 12211
 



(518) 436-9364



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Gammon
8304 Zyle Road
Austin, TX 78737



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Gammon
8304 Zyle Road
Austin, TX 78737



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicida Maerefat
2711 Grants Lake Blvd., Unit 183
Sugar Land, TX 77479



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Sidel
4542 West Pine Blvd
St. Louis, MO 63108
 



314 517 6705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marina Peake
15733 Seabolt Place
Addison, TX 75001
 



972-077-0583



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Ego
7250 W 21 avenue
Lakewood, CO 80214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Drews
506 N Crestwood Ave
McHenry, IL 60051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susie Tealdo
8615 N.W. 8th Street, #223
Apt. #223
Miami, FL 33126





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Jane Gibson
16878 NE 24th Place
Bellevue, WA 98008
 



425-747-6882



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Lucier
665 W Vekol Ct
Casa Grande, AZ 85122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susanna sinigaglia
via p. sarpi 3
milan, ot 20154



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john avery
4523 little rock rd.
st. louis, MO 63128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
N. Richard
39 Poppasquash Rd.
bristol, RI 02809



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ben Alsip
4402 N. malden, Unit G
Chicago, IL 60640
 



(773) 870-5416



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Vollmer
2629 Roseland Terrace
Maplewood, MO 63143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Wolff
 704 Kirkton Court
Rochester, MI 48307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Azucena Diaz
502 Meeker Ave
La Puente, CA 91746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bridget Bailey
22 September lane
Stafford, VA 22554



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Let's try to think more about the consequences of doing this:
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Widmer
538 Lakeside Ave S #407



Seattle, WA 98144
 
206-683-6975



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shirley Nienkark
2762 Azelda Ave
Columbus, OH 43211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Fleming
P O Box 1048
Amagansett, NY 11930-1048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Garth Rohn
606 N. Jefferson
Harvard, IL 60033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leticia Frutos
Acuña de Figueroa 1016
Asuncion, ot 01350



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Stanchi
767 Westfield Road
Moorestown, NJ 08057



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ann Mulvihill-Decker
PO Box 2772
Sag Harbor, NY 11963



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances Hogan
PO Box 2863
Vashon, WA 98070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michael C hughes
5601 Palo Cristi Rd
paradise valley, AZ 85253
 



(602) 957-6795



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhiley thompson
217 east 11th street
Ashland, OH 44805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Meredith Hemphill
5084 Oak Garden Dr
Kernersville, NC 27284-9593



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Bohn
618 San Luis
Berkeley, CA 94707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Cassandra Wilson
380 Old Hwy 109
Lexington, NC 27292



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail McGowan
1310 Jones St. "A"
San Francisco, CA 94109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret kleinfeld
1555 N Sierra St. #120
Reno, NV 89503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Carey
150-33  20th Road
Whitestone, NY 11357-3601
 



718-539-2884



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Hempel
18 N 840 Aztec Lane
Huntley, IL 60142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Powell
500 Vernon St
Oakland, CA 94610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Cleaveland
418 Hamlet Ave.
Carolina Beach, NC 28428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
janna piper
po box 15072
portland, OR 97293
 



503756682



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Walker
61 Foulkeways
Gwynedd, PA 19436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I know the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live
there are special and deserve protection. I am deeply concerned by the Southern Nevada
Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we even consider pumping water to
southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting
the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Smith
1469 Dana Ave.
Palo Alto, CA 94301





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew MacLaggan
766 Harrison Street, N. 801
San Francisco, CA 94107
 



415 318 6434



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ginna Donovan
1 Malcolm Rd
Cambridge, MA 02138
 



(617) 491-7352



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frederico Gonsalves
Eiras
Coimbra, ot 3020-170



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aleksander Lindemann
Pod goro 4d
slovenia, ot 8270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Conservation Cha Nancy Arbuckle
524 Nimitz Ave
Redwood City, CA 94061
 



(650) 366-0750



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Siegfried B Hellring
27 B Park Avenue
Dumont, NJ 07628
 



(201) 384-1935



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanne Greene
6 Morning Rose Way
Chico, CA 95928
 



(530) 267-6117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nadav shalev
jordan valley
jordan valley, ot 90680



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raymond Nuesch
2000 16th Street NW
Washington, DC 20009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Alexandra
4311 Ginnett Rd.
Anacortes, WA 98221
 



(360) 293-8606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juanita Dawson-Rhodes
210 Ridgefield Avenue
South Salem, NY 10590



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances Dunham
5397 Soundside Drive
Gulf Breeze, FL 32563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dana Dodge
36648 Magnolia St
Newark, CA 94560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sari Steuber
45 Paper Mill Rd
Springfield, PA 19064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ingrid Rochester
13310 Halleluiah Trail
Elbert, CO 80106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Frye
2658 W Desert Brook
Tucson, AZ 85742



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joslynne Davidson
19111 Old Highway 99
Rochester, WA 98579



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
j b
615 e 11th
ny, NY 10009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darlene Grison
14891 Faversham Circle
Orlando, FL 32826



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheila Malone
100 Silver Street # 2
Waterville, ME 04901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Moran
126 Riverside Drive
apt #2-C
New York, NY 10024





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
K. Olsen
460 Troy Rd.
Ithaca, NY 14850
 



607-280-1442



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Toddy Perryman
1525 Silver Sage Lane
Corvallis, MT 59828



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Agnes Whalen
PO Box 46582
St. Pete Beach, FL 33741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Fontanazza
4133 W McKinley Ct
Milwaukee, WI 532008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kylie Hines
3800 NW 16th st
Oklahoma City, OK 73107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave Zumwalt
122 W 9th St
Antioch, CA 94509



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Madagan
4618 Mill View Court
Roanoke, VA 24018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A.C. McGarry
22A Myra Ave
Pontiac, MI 48341



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Lisowski
401 E. 59th Street
Westmont, IL 60559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Natoli-Rombach
376 Broadway
Rochester, NY 14607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Robbins
14 Jefferson Drive
Londonderry, NH 03053



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Please save precious water needed in the basin -a drop in water table of 200 ft would be
devastating to the area and all the life it supports !!!!
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven and suzanne Dauber



3751s.w. Canoe creek ter
Palm city, FL 34990



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eugene Wenninger
7617 west Lake Blvd
Kent, OH 44240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Rouse
871 Cady Hill Road
Cambridge, VT 05444



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debby David
45 High St
Sharon, MA 02067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate Freund
160 w 71
New York, NY 10023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary pruet
13415 mountain breeze
canyon lake, TX 78133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JK Kibler
PO Box
Ghent, NY 12075



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Miller
843 Bert Stinson Rd.
Falkville, AL 35622
 



256-482-3316



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sierra Stilwell
3025 Pacific Heights Dr
Aptos, CA 95003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brin Levinson
2905 se ash st.
Portland, OR 97214
 



(503) 821-9534



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Andracchio
27 Glanhope Road
Hopewell Junction, NY 12533
 



8452425771



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Georgi Jackson
636 Jennings Ave.
Vallejo, CA 94591



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juleen  Dickson
731 south 102nd street
West Allis , WI 53214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
TRAVIS HARVEY
909 GALBREATH AVE
UPPER CHICHESTER, PA 19061
 



6108599001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Moy
113D Lexington Street
Middletown, RI 02842



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Hasapidis
1 Nomail St
Woonsocket, RI 02895



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marian Cooley
1400 N. Woodridge Ave.
Muncie, IN 47304
 



7652840969



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
RN SHIRLEY ASTL
1088 MAIN STREET
DALTON, MA 01226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A Dillon
780 W. Broadway
Long BEach, NY 11561



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger Fox
3905 Park Dr.
Carlsbad, CA 92008
 



760 720 3793



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dante Vittorelli
2177 Ridge Dr
Winter Park, FL 32792



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia von Alten
921 Campbell Ave
Yreka, CA 96097



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We are writing to you because we care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants
and animals that live there, and are appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Merle, Mary & Spencer E Smallwood
4919 Charter Road
Rocklin, CA 95765
 



(916) 315-2763



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marc Santora
506 Philadelphia Ave
Takoma Park, MD 20912



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheri VanSant
2048 N. 68th Place
Scottsdale, AZ 85257
 



(480) 946-5794



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jennifer barrett
14333 s graves rd
mulino, OR 97042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elisa Minakis
38 Forest Hts
Toronto, ON m2l2k5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Cyd Groff
342 Southwick Rd
Westfield, MA 01085



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Borges
P O Box 754
Redmond, WA 98073
 



206-491-4090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Tabat
5002 W McFadden Ave S 68
S 68
Santa Ana, CA 92704-1166





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanine Borchardt
440 North Paiute Drive
Cedar City, UT 84721



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nancy hafner
25125 Lawrence Rd
Junction City, OR 97448



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Walt Carr
1447 E Purdue Ave
Phoenix, AZ 85020
 



602 432.2993



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Clark
9 Alisma
Rancho Santa Margarita, CA 92688
 



(714) 334-9430



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Brown
507 W Babcock
Bozeman, MT 59715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Michalski
39 Park St
Brandon, VT 05733



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darlene Banks
81 Bangor ST #2
Augusta, ME 04330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tom irvin
1408 s. center st.
redlands, CA 92373



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanne Baggs
195 Concho Dr
Sedona, AZ 86351_7947



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Brady
1523 Foster Ct.
San Jose, CA 95120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Ronald Eastwood
20767 Oakwood Road
Stockton, CA 95215-9641
 



309-465-4874



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherry Kimmons
PO Box 874231
Wasilla, AK 99687



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Jolly-Van Bodegraven
406 S. Broom St.
Wilmington, DE 19805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joeanne schenk
1917 3rd street
madison, IL 62060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gil Seeber
200 N LOMBARD AVE
OAK PARK, IL 60302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Victor Mansour
12770 Pacific Ave #5
Los Angeles, CA 90066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Berticevich
1785 Vistazo West
Tiburon, CA 94920



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
suzanne matthies
20 Pebble Lane
North Falmouth, MA 02556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Howard Stein
5000 S. East End Ave., Apt. B23
Chicago, IL 60615
 



(773) 363-8405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel Rushton
81 Quinta road
Torquay, ot TQ13RL



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, these applications
should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Linda Morgan
10 Cherrywood Court
San Pablo, CA 94806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MARILYN COLEMAN
435 tributary lane
windsor, CT 06095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Kourda
951 Eton Court
Chula Vista, CA 91913



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Prudden
1656 Brys
Grosse Pointe Woods, MI 48236



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gae Zimmermann
133 Avenue D
New York, NY 10009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lucia You
767 N.Kalaheo Ave
Kailua, HI 96734



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
suzanne matthies
20 Pebble Lane
North Falmouth, MA 02556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am deeply concerned about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live
there, and therefore am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to
pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to
the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Catherine S Williams
2249 E. 2nd St.
Tucson, AZ 85719
 
(520) 326-8139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Weber
7621 Paradise Beach
Pasadena, MD 21122-3514



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karyn Goff
18244 Middlebelt Rd.
Livonia, MI 48152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Scott and family
2019 w 81 terr.
Leawood, KS 66206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Mr. King,
 
It is unbelievable to me how much disregard we have for other species. We need the
water, so we might just take it? Who cares if a whole ecosystem suffers at our hands and
drastically changes overnight? I DO! Please understand the consequences of this course
of action. We are all interconnected, not parts and pieces to be rearranged on our whims.
Please respect this unique ecosystem and leave it alone.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the



table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Wood
109 Scott Hill Rd.
Lebanon, CT 06249



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
  As JIM HIGHTOWER once said"If there's pigs in the water-hole,you don't get um out by
going ""Here piggy piggy""You need a two by four...big one."
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicolas Morris
Green Valley Rd.



Sebastopol, CA 95472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pia Mustonen
Satamakatu 8 E 48
Tampere, ot 33200



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel and Mary M Bonham
261 Spittler Rd.
Pine Grove, PA 17963
 



570-345-3978



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Zaun
5 Higview Trail
Wharton, NJ 07885-2906
 



973-230-8250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lydia Lehr
910 Darmstadt Ave
Egg Harbor City, NJ 08215
 



(609) 798-5298



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Chen
240 Walk Circle
Santa Cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Mulder
1200 Settle Avenue
San Jose, CA 95125-2361



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kacie Shelton
465 S. El Molino Ave #5
Pasadena, CA 91101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terrence Thomas
4633 echo circle
Ft. Collins, CO 80526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sonya Burge
245 23rd Ave
Sweet Home , OR 97386



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Grossman
1655 Blue Spruce
Reno, NV 89511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Switalski
11712 Parkview Lane
Seminole, FL 33772



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lawrence Loosmore
3645 Marvin
St. Louis, MO 63114
 



3146606264



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Strayer
5036 freter road
Sykesville, MD 21784-9307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristen Emond
54 Great Oak Farm Road
Monroe, CT 10009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Myers Avis
9 Fairway Lane
Guelph, ON N1E 7A8



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Seiler
1500 Chapel Court
Northbrook, IL 60062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Christensen
4215 Maple Lane
Ely, IA 52227
 



319 848-8209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
 
I am writing you today because I have been to Las Vegas, and believe me; I have never
seen water wasted on such a grand scale.
 
This proposed pipeline may create jobs, but they will not be sustaining.
 
As humans on this earth we have wasted too much water.   Vegas has wasted enough.
 
Sincerely,
 
Blaise Jelinek, Hydrogeological Engineer
Geotechnical Investigations Group
5933 54th Way SE,
Lacey, WA  98513
 
 
Blaise Jelinek
5933 54th Way SE
Lacey, WA 98513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lenore Reeves
19934 Hickory Stick Ln
Mokena, IL 60448



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claire Perricelli
2259 16th
Eureka, CA 95501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhonda Chase
535 Dover St
Lakewood, CO 80226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Todd Wiggins
1015 Piedmont Ave # B-3
Atlanta, GA 30309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Reynolds
1465  47th Street
Sacramento, CA 95819



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle michlewicz
1923 Brighton Dam Road
Brookeville, MD 20833



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Hogben
2008 Notre Dame Ave
Belmont, CA 94002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Osalyn Houser
2990 NW Sunny Ln
Albany, OR 97321/9638



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Haydee Felsovanyi
Po Box 488
Pescadero, CA 94060
 



415 5084465



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorrie Ogren
11515 1st #29
Sturtavant, WI 53177
 



505-795-0468



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Melius
12305 Bet Rd
Grass Valley, CA 95945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Galvin
6 shore drive
canton, MA 02021
 



781 789 6110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vivian Pflanzer
4041 W. Wheatland Rd. 156-416
Dallas, TX 75237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kerry owens
108 Russ
alpena, MI 49707-5132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie Orkow
200 Adams
Denver, CO 80206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Geiger
4435 E Pastterson Rd
Dayton, OH 45430



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jon Spradley
900 E 30th Street
Bryan, TX 77803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Pelletier
8033 Saloma Ave.
VanNuys, CA 91402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
thane christopher
4000 warner blvd.
burbank, CA 91522
 



818-954-7744



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Reprince
2303 14th Ave. NW
Puyallup, WA 9837



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Tammie Ray
6955 N. Co. Rd. 19
Fort Collins, CO 80524



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothea Leicher
2303 Delancey Pl
Philadelphia, PA 19103
 



(215) 732-6283



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Reed
396A Belgiumtown Rd.
Brookville, PA 15825
 



814-849-6984



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stephen rasmussen
33822 mariana
dana point, CA 92629



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
valeria tramacere
via nerchia 90a
sarzana, ot 19038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Crane
202 Via Anita
Redondo Beach, CA 90277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michael cook
p.o. box 19412
boulder, CO 80308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sara steiner
po-box 1965
Pahoa, HI 96778



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katie Whittaker
145 Birch Hill Rd
Stowe, VT 05672
 



802-253-8734



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Spencer
12 Newport Drive
Billerica, MA 01821
 



617-771-7968



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Wightman
224 E. Floral Ave.
Arcadia, CA 91006-2501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Howard Friedman
671 Morse St.
San Jose, CA 95126
 



408-885-1414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
June Attarian
3950A Wilmington Avenue
St. Louis, MO 63116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elise Evans
7008 84th St. Ct. E.
Bradenton, FL 34202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathie Armstrong
37 Oakmont St
Niskayuna, NY 12309
 



518 346-3037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Lesire
4570 Winona Av
San Diego, CA 92115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adelina Covaci
Al. Lipanesti
Bucharest, CA 032507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doug Kohlberg
 701 Dabney Ave
Rio Linda, CA 95673-1223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Laura Taffany
475 Camino Don Emilio
Santa Fe, NM 87507
 



5054382011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
linda schmidt
po box 237
blue diamond, NV 89004
 



7026496106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
NEIL & LEILA HANDELMAN
3501 W. THORNDALE AVE
CHICAGO, IL 60659



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elvira Malina
Zarechnay
Saratov, ot 410022
 



928068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marjorie angelo
1223 n. oceanshore blvd.
flagler beach, FL 32136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caitlyn Warner
6431 N Harrison St
Davenport, IA 52806
 



563-505-8641



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Joyner
4501 N. Wheeling Ave.
Muncie, IN 47304
 



(765) 284-5202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cody Mitcheltree
756 22nd Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gianfranco Frelli
Via Lauro de Bosis n. 5
Jesi, ot 60035
 



0039 0731 202842



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Reynolds
847 Freeman Ave.
Long Beach, CA 90804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Grace
3864 Clayton Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90027
 



323-660-2483



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Areil Larsen
382 Lemon Street
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
c battan
8950 ethyel st
clinton, WA 98277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Hayes
22700 Turkle Rd
Quaker City, OH 43773-9576



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Weinlich Miltenberg
2594 Oceanside Road
Oceanside, NY 11572



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raymond Gettins
218 Worthington Ave
Wyoming, OH 45215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susan curtis
1762 E. 3rd Street, #15
long beach, CA 90802
 



562-495-1927



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john weidenbusch
101 4th ave -4r
brooklyn, NY 11217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
 I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ksenia Bezugolnaya
82 Sampson Ave BSMT
Staten Island, NY 10308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Campbell
11420 Loch Lomond Rd.
Middletown, CA 95461



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Dague
1506 1/2 N Monroe Apt B
Spokane, WA 99201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Wilkins
3005 se 78th ave. 
Portland, OR 97206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosella Heffner
850DelMarDownsRd
Solanabeach, CA 92075-2724



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jon Brams
514 Summercroft Drive
Exton, PA 19341



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samantha McIntosh
584 Pinder Avenue
Newmarket, ON L3X2A3



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Werneke
3466 Cerrillos Road
Santa Fe, NM 87507-3014
 



505.988.2099



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Booth
318 Fleming Avenue
Hanover, PA 17331
 



7175211154



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Benjamin Kendall
309 North McLane Road, Unit H
Payson, AZ 85541



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Lunde
2218 McPherson Avenue
North Bend, OR 97459



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. April Dumas
83586 Cold Springs Ln
FLORENCE, OR 97439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ernst Mecke
Kivenhakkaajankatu 2A 1
Helsinki, ot 00150



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Maloney
128 Pitman Street
Providence, RI 02906



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claire Mortimer
PO Box 184
Brooklin, ME 04614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M.D. Sterling Bunnell
1022 Shattuck Avenue
Berkeley, CA 94707
 



510-524-3996



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M.D. Sterling Bunnell
1022 Shattuck Avenue
Berkeley, CA 94707
 



510-524-3996



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Brennan
263 Allens Ridge Dr E
Palm Harbor, FL 34683



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Edmonds
PO Box 656
Inglis, FL 34449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Austin Chehrazi
513 Garrigan Ct.
Danville, CA 94506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Nevins
2706 Stuart Street
Burns, TN 37029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The days of with developing or expanding in a desert environment is over.......there is an
ever increasing shortage of water on this planet.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
wilson K bagwell



p o box 512
earleton, FL 32631
 
(352) 468-1790



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Toni Waterman
62980 Glencoe Rd.
Glencoe, OH 43928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill S Grundfest
1063 County Hwy. 25
Richfield Springs, NY 13439
 



(315) 858-9246



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Sweet
4810 NE Sandy Blvd., Apt.101, Portland, OR, 97213-2079
Portland, OR 97213-2079



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Fiscella
318 Central Parkway
Newport News, VA 23606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erika DeCarlo
3134 Timber Hill Ln
Aurora, IL 60504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dan miner
7815 texhoma ave
northridge, CA 913!5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gordon Chandler
5919 Esther Dr
Bokeelia, FL 33922



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Turman
6226 Llano Ave
Dallas, TX 75214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marion Geddes
12 ave de Limoux
La Digne d'Amont, ot 11300



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marita Adams
7200 Joppa Landing Road
Kevil, KY 42053



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robert rys
2512 bogar ave
harrisburg, PA 17110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Cano
l
Medellin, ot -----



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Dunn
5792 West Dublin Lane
Chandler, AZ 85226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William McGuffey
2341 Creekwood Court
Santa Rosa, CA 95409



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harvey White
31532 Blackfoot Road
Coarsegold, CA 93614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helene P Victor
i5 Quail Ridge Rd.
Glen Cove, NY 11542
 



(516) 676-1935



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ed Ditlefsen
270 Meadows Ln
Twin Falls, ID 83301-3834



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Frisco
649 University Avenue, H332
Apt. H332
Palo Alto, CA 94301





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karl Tollefson
1751 Klondike Rd.
West Lafayette, IN 47906
 



765-838-0165



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristina Gravette
425 Mtn Park Blvd SW
Issaquah, WA 98027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Eileen Deutsch
2755 30th St
Port Townsend, WA 98368
 



360-989-9378



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brittany Pyke
8081 Holland Dr
Huntington Beach, CA 92647



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.  Those that chose to live in a desert should learn to conserve and remember that
they chose to live in a desert.  Good water is going to be the big fight in the future and to
divert now would cause a future mess.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Crook
209 W. Sunbridge Dr



Fayetteville, AR 72703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ralph & Linda Talbott
110 Susan Carol
San Antonio, TX 78216-7133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Berry
41 Mill St. # 213
Marion, MA 02738



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annemarie S Haner
retired attorney
216 Harbour View
Swansboro, NC 28584



 
(252) 808-2311



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary ashcraft
6910 w 157th street
tinley park, IL 60462



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
MORE WATER FOR LAS VEGAS????? WHY??? THEIR BUILDING HAS ALMOST
STOPPED DUE TO THE ECONOMY>
 
Sincerely,
 
Wayne Clark-Elliott



312 Powell Ave SW
Renton, WA 98057-2253



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian D Kessler
14340 Addison Street 109
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Dubuc
610 E. Howard Street
Pasadena, CA 91104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Palos
16 East L Street
Chula Vista, CA 91911



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan Eden
494 Vincente Avenue
Berkeley, CA 94707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Gilin
315 West Bluff Street
Marquette, MI 49855



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tomas herndon
4716 pershing ave SE
Albuquerque, NM 87108
 



505-232-6910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Koo
126 Vi burnum Terrace
Red Bank, NJ 07701
 



732-918-8174



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Judy Albury
6770 SW 50 Terrace
Miami, FL 33155-5702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Combes
1109 NW 11th Ave
Gainesville, FL 32601-4148
 



3523781775



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Antonina Licastri
127 31st. street
NYC, NY 10016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Francesco Masiello
390 17th St NW
Atlanta, GA 30363



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Cornell
347 Wheeler Street
Paw Paw, IL 61353



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Snyder
217 Prospect Ave., #1-3C
Cranford, NJ 07016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Wendy Futrick
4 East Elm Street
Shillington, PA 19607-2606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Mary Saucedo
308 Corral Ln.
Austin, TX 78745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I write because I care deeply about the plants and animals that live in the Great Basin, and
am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Floyd O'Brien
33 W Alder St
Stockton, CA 95204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Andrew Murray
115 Ruttan Street
Thunder Bay, ON P7A 5E1
 



0035314056830



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
judy pizarro
55 e. kings hwy
maple shade, NJ 08052
 



(856) 667-9012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Tabachnick
po box 381
Woodland Hills, CA 91365
 



1-818-340-2049



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Johnson
521 Lotz Ave
Altoona, PA 16602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rob Lund
4178 Hohe St.
Homer, AK 99603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Beal
1643 Willowdale Rd., POBox 129
Skaneateles, NY 13152-0129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Launce Rake
1234 S. 17th St.
Las Vegas, NV 89104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eva Cashdan
4 Evergreen Lane
Amherst, MA 01002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Shofstall
photographer
6433 Gardner Road
Chandler, IN 47610-9263



 
812-490-9156



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcia Bonta
Plummers Hollow  Road
Tyrone, PA 16686
 



(814) 684-3113



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Areil Larsen
382 Lemon Street
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danielle Martin
570 Harvey St. Apt. 203
Kent, OH 44240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CINDY DANIELSON
1721 RICHMAN RD
KIMBALL, MI 48074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill François
Paris
Paris, ot 75116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Warner
14900 Calle Real
Goleta, CA 93117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Findling
PO Box 236
Oakland, OR 97462



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurieanne Askinazy
3050 Rue d'Orleans #437
#437
San Diego, CA 92110





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patsy Rogers
P.O. Box 616
New Suffolk, NY 11956



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan P. Castner
1270 61st St. Apt. B
Emeryville, CA 94608
 



510 292 1367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shayna Rogers
8833 SW 30th Ave APT 404
Portland, OR 97219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Fletcher
1331 S Zeeb
Ann Arbor, MI 48103
 



(734) 663-8649



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rick Lutz
1035 E. High St. #2
Grants, NM 87020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
KAREN SCHWAGER
3168 bonn dr
Laguna Bch, CA 92651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanette French
437 Tuscawilla Dr
Charles town, WV 25414-5306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phillip Cripps
35898 Calle Raphael
Cathedral City, CA 92234
 



760-321-8599



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lucas Wheeler
750 Amana St apt 1511
Honolulu, HI 96815
 



(808) 942-1844



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandi Redman
5340 Washington St.
Skokie, IL 60077
 



847-674-4224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Gorrie
5998 S. Hill St.
Littleton, CO 80120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nicoletta englezou
19 kings park
canterbury, ot CT1 1QH



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ELLIOT DEMBNER
104 ZINFANDEL CIR
SCOTTS VALLEY, CA 95066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Davis
537 Old Coach Road
Westerville, OH 43081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Retired Martin Kilmer
retired
GeneralDelivery
Vienna, VA 221809999





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Wemer
1830 8th Ave
Grinnell, IA 50112-1523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheila Isaacson
11034 73 Road 1K
Forest Hills, NY 11375



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Cristina Orsolato
Via anfiteatro 9
Verona , ot 37121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vicky Slay
930 Treelane Drive
Ashtabula, OH 44004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miri Osborne
1231 Fleming Ave
San Jose, CA 95127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sean O'Keeffe
211 W 56th St Apt 6C
New York, NY 10019
 



7165976324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Willner
190 Cherry Street
10D
Katonah, NY 10536



 
 



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Victoria Trimble-Lowe
15665 SE 43rd ST.
Bellevue, VA 98006
 



425-747-2470



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fay Bracken
PO Box 1422
Pisgah Forest, NC 28768



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Leo
P.O. Box 25
Moyers, OK 74557



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MICHELLE TSOUMANI
ALEVIZATOU 1
ATHENS, ot 15669



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Conant
229 Governors Road
Milton, NH 03851



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leanore M Vlastelica
540 Mason Way
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
 



(805) 543-1896



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Koivisto
1556 Great Hwy #101
San Francisco, CA 94122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
BEth Dierks
138 Egg garbor Road
Sewell, NJ 08080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Rud
1704 25th ave
Osceola, WI 54020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Stevenson
PO Box 274
Chatham, NJ 07928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samantha Bristoe
24 Vicarage Lane Ennerdale Bridge
Cleator, ot CA23 3BE



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark St. Martin
1227 Patricia St.
Kalamazoo, MI 49048
 



269-381-1044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juan Congreve
2126 Churchill Downs Circle
Orlando, FL 32825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
claudia testa
via matteotti 43
malnate, ot 21046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Nillo
728 N. Doehny Drive
W, Hollywood, CA 90069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Wesley Meeker
25 Carrington Ave.
Milford, CT 06460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
the wojos
3
ft collins, CO 80526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Alper
707 Jacon Way
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Alper
707 Jacon Way
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Belknap
Teacher
2128 Pilgrim hwy
Frankfort, MI 49635





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Thomas
700 Jamieson
St. Louis, MO 63109
 



314-481-1802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and I visit Nevada public lands often.  I am appalled at the
Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water
annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. We should definitely not pump
large quantities of oour our water to southern Nevada to encourage unsustainable and
unnecessary growth.  There are viable means of meeting true water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and even possible desalination.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires that you,
as state engineer, deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.  In addition, the Las Vegas metropolis would be subjected to further
traffic gridlock and reductions in air quality.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. Urge the applicants instead to consider other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water needs.
 
Sincerely,
Vicky Hoover
San Francisco, CA
415-977-5527
 
 



Vicky Hoover
85 Second St., 2nd floor
San Francisco, CA 94105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Reeve
14 N. Balch St.
1200
Hanover, NH 03755



 
6036433996



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Davis
655 Challinor Lane
Grand Junction, CO 81504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abby Hamilton
10 Clover Court
Woodland, CA 95695-3026
 



530-383-2652



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jeffrey Eiche
484 West 43rd Street
New York, NY 10036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Petersen
1302 Muscatine Avenue
Iowa City, IA 52240
 



3193413597



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Veronique Marien
Rue de l'Orient 136
Etterbeek, ot 1040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monique Agia
222 S. Helix Ave., #3
Solana Beach , CA 92075
 



619-279-1763



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachael Bray
2355 Andrew Dr.
Superior, CO 80027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Smart
208 Kersey Lane
Boyce, VA 22620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rose Braz
954 Florida St.
San Francisco, CA 94110
 



(510) 595-3638



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Masson
383 Miss. Vly. Blvd
Mississauga, ON L5A1Y9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara McKee
8824 Boulder Ave
Vancouver, WA 98664



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Barbieri
801 N. Carson
Carson, NV 89701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Weeks
608 Timothy Drive
Elizabeth City, NC 27909
 



252-335-7525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Henriksen
1252 N. Night Heron Drive
Green Valley, AZ 85614
 



520-648-9940



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
darryl A colebank
13403 creekview rd
prospect, KY 40059
 



(502) 558-4596



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ly Rivera
257 Lakeshore Drive
San Francisco, CA 94132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Producer / Color John A Tissavary
Producer / Colorist
211 E 9 Mile Rd Ste 312
Ferndale, MI 48220



 
(323) 823-1399



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eva Kristin Eriksen
Maltrostveien 5
Vikersund, ot N-3370



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lara Cassell
2120 Bay Ridge Pkwy Apt 1
Brooklyn, NY 11204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Whittaker
39 Wincanton Drive
Fairport, NY 14450-3859



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jelica Roland
Sv. Martin 96
Buzet, ot 52420



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stephen sarbiewski
5508 155th ave ne
redmond, WA 98052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Scott Dale Deering
5694 Kilbury Lane
Hilliard, OH 43026
 



614-378-1669



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew McKenna
24 crawford court
Walnut Creek, CA 94595



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Billie Menier
705 Elm St.
Mamou, LA 70554



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Astalos
401B Picardy Ct
Lakewood, NJ 08701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Mercer
557 Francisco Blvd East
San Rafael, CA 94901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terri Winter
1917 Sheep Ridge Road
Fairplay, CO 80440



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer--you--to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted. It
seems reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not sound, given the
catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater
extraction, as documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental
impact statement" for the pipeline proposal. Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-
plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland habitats would be dried, destroyed and
converted to dryland grasses and annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass
and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310
springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some already-threatened species of
desert fish and springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would
occur, including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher,
Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn and elk. These applications threaten the very natural
heritage of the Great Basin. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on
the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available, this "solution" should be off the table!
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Lori Rumpf
2208 Pleasant Grove Rd
Lansing, MI 48910
 
(517) 485-2269



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Compton
6 Friendly Hollow Apt. B
Asheville, NC 28806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Mathers
1200 Hazel Drive
Pinole, CA 94564
 



510-985-0528



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Mathers
1200 Hazel Drive
Pinole, CA 94564
 



510-985-0528



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
helen egeler
5229 w michigan ave
ypsilanti, MI 48197



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Devon Van Alyne
26 Cantwell Dr.
Middletown, DE 19709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JoAnn  Witt
9237 Wyandotte St.
Kansas City, MO 64114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terri   Gilreath
612 Cofield Dr.
Hapeville, GA 30354



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norman Traum
2818 Jay Road
Boulder, CO 80301
 



30304470590



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike and Joy L Cook
148 Ivy Ridge Dr.
Jasper, GA 30143
 



(678) 454-4522



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karolyn Nartker
9132 bucksprings dr
las vegas, NV 89129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise  Bosch
13312 Viejo Circle
Victorville, CA 92392



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristopher Green
189 Dartmouth st #3
Pawtucket, RI 02860



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Geoff Cutler
89 Spring Lane
Fairfax, CA 94930-2013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Koivisto
1556 Great Hwy #101
San Francisco, CA 94122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan Nordsven
4727 West Eckner St.
Kitty Hawk, NC 27949



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexxia Bell
310 Thompson Rd  APT 213
Webster, MA 01570



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Bedinger
1175 Vintage Dr.
Rio Vista, CA 9571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Peterson
101 Edl Lane
Ridgeway, WI 53582



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing this email in light of a recent attempt by the Southern Nevada Water Authority
to divert water in the Great Basin to Las Vegas.
 
As someone who was born and raised in the Owens Valley, I grew up seeing the effects of
what diverting water from a valley can do. Our valley was once lush and fertile enough to
grow crops. The Owens Lake was large enough that there were ferries needed to cross it
before the highway.
 
Then, about a century ago, the LA Aquaduct was built to divert our water to the town of
Los Angeles. Now, The valley is a swath of sagebrush. The Owens Lake is completely dry.
When the wind blows, the enormous dry lakebed sends torrents of dust into the air.
 
I love the Great Basin desert, and am terrified to think that what has happened to my
valley could happen such a huge ecosystem in Nevada. Please, deny the Southern
Nevada Water Authority the rights to the Great Basin aquifers. Don't let another city
destroy the wilderness.
 
Alice Gillam
861 Chamberlain Street
Bishop, CA 93514



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
christy washer
7 Concord Ave., #4
Toronto, ON M6N 2N9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Dobson
2130 Broadway
New York, NY 10023
 



646-438-9449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rajdeep Bhathal
135 Hollywood Avenue
Englewood Cliffs, NJ 07632
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rita Pachal
1310 Maple Hill Road
Wausau, WI 54403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elena Rumiantseva
8051 20th Ave. NE
Seattle, WA 98115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harriet Jernquist
195 Main St Apt 5C
Millburn, NJ 07041-1153
 



(973) 379-3885



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Tara Pike
3856 Alice Lane
Las Vegas, NV 89103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Bollin
2010nw15thave
Crystal River, FL 34428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Kopicki
3046 Scandling Ctr
Geneva, NY 14456



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Davenport
6013 27th Road North
Arlington, VA 22207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Garrett Glendinning
646 San Fernando Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brianna Lepore
2424 Drawspur #3
Avon, CO 81620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Garrison
225 Beechwood Road
New Wilmington, PA 16142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Cronin
458 Summer Street
Abington, MA 02351-2556
 



781-878-2585



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Shevick
2453 South States Rd2
Valparaiso, IN 46385
 



219-462-0070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sabina      gutsell
63 laurel st
Brattleboro, VT 05301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Benson
PO Box 9011 MPB 88
Calexico, CA 92232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Avery
8 Avery Lane
South Yarmouth, MA 02664



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Koorsen
13977 E Utah Cir
Aurora, CO 80012
 



(720) 984-4141



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lisa CAPLAN
459 PASSAIC AVENUE
W CALDWELL, NJ 07006
 



973 227 1307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debi Holt
3330 N Main St Rd
Holley, NY 14470
 



5856387438



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Bargery
265 Lincoln Hwy
Fairless Hills, PA 19030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table. 
 
Having recently been in the area, it is obvious that the need for water will be
insatiable...Please do not sacrifice our wildlife for the never ending demand.  Thank you
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Jones



98 Stratford Road
Kensington, CA 94707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Damsky
1221 Lee Ave.
Melrose Park, IL 60160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Provencher
505 Arlington Avenue
Berkeley, CA 94707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
georgikopoulou vasiliki
athinon 75
rhodos, ot 85100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nikki pieroni
20625 nw trailwalk dr
beaverton, OR 97006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Rosas
1509 W. Meadowbhrook Ave
Tampa, FL 33612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Lewis
6407 Arnold Dr.
Woodridge, IL 60517



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Davidson
209 West 86 St
New York, NY 10024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Victoria Bell
707 Loch Leven Drive
Livingston, MT 59047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Rosenblith
1330 Beacon Street
Waban, MA 02468



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lynn boenker
10 green bay ct  #104
appleton, WI 54911



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table. Please don't let the Great Basin be reduced to a lifeless dust bowl!
 
Sincerely,
 
Veronica Pasin
1121 Highland Drive
Boulder Creek, CA 95006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ms. Dorothy L Davies
327 Caselli AVE
San Francisco, CA 94114
 



415-558-9211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Crawford
22640 Erwin St.
Woodland Hills, CA 91367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Gibson
5837 E. University Blvd
#209
Dallas, TX 75206





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriel Sheets
1620 Shirley St
Merced, CA 95341



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Pearson
202 S. Taliesin Rd.
Wales, WI 53183



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy  Guetschow
520 Elm Street
Wisconsin Rapids, WI 54494



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanette Lee
3375 Glen Hollow Drive
Dover, PA 17315



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Chesky
18108 SE 35th St
Vancouver, WA 98683



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Carrie
1337 milton ave.
walnut creek, CA 94596



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joseph breazeale
1759 westwood drive
concord, CA 94521
 



925-262-3809



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sakura Vesely
4432 Actriz Place
Martínez, CA 94553
 



510-326-4492



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Elizabeth Denning
1275 Chamberlain Court
The Villages, FL 32162
 



(352) 350-2929



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karina Grace
1337 Asbury Avenue
Winnetka, IL 60093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathryn spence
141 fairmount
s.f., CA 94131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
j d
e.22nd
nyc, NY 10010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
B.J. Herbison
203 Long Hill Road
Bolton, MA 01740



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claire hendrickson
9441 n. raleigh p.
Tucson, AZ 85704
 



(520) 401-3371



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marsha Buck
8445 Kimberly St.
Juneau, AK 99801
 



907-789-6167



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
My family and I were planning on spending a week in Las Vegas next June, then traveling
around the state.  We're reconsidering that now.  As much as we enjoy what Vegas has to
offer, we believe that the environment must come first.  We care about the Great Basin,
which is a national treasure.  Too much has been lost already. 
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mark slouka
21 Elm St.
Canton, NY 13617
 
(315) 854-8090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Padgett
4225 Lilac Ct.
Acworth, GA 30101
 



770-933-9008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CAROLINE  LANE
150 25 72ND RD, APT 3C
KEW GARDENS HILLS, NY 11367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Rusch
746 Parkview Ct.
Roselle, IL 60172



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.  If we always put money-making first, soon the earth will be covered with cities and
suburbs, all polluting the air and what water is left.  It's doubtful that kind of world will
sustain humans, after a short time.
 
Sincerely,
 
jEANNINE rABINOWITZ
24 hARVARD Common



     2H
Portland, ME 04103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Hampton
1437 Richmond St
El Cerrito, CA 94530
 



5102337514



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aprille Harris
29621 Via Cebolla
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677
 



(949) 933-2739



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Thompson
PO Box 104
Ccraigsville, VA 24430



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chris hazynski
12 cypress ct.
bordentown, NJ 08505
 



6094470309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Neil Blumenshine
1960 W. Keating Ave.
Mesa, AZ 85202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Mercier
7960 Ardmore Ave
Wyndmoor, PA 19038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lucy Starbuck, DVM
18321 N Olga Dr
Alva, FL 33920
 



(239) 694-7177



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jim & Cindy Lamon
2321 Barley Dr
vista, CA 92081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex Mathai
213 W. Wisconsin, Apt. 1
Chicago, IL 60614-5412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stan Samuels
328 Ponce de Leon Place
Decatur, GA 30030
 



404-373-9060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lisa Knight
370 Neff Avenue
Suite 411
Harrisonburg, VA 22801





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shannon Prowell
4839 Riverton Drive
Orlando, FL 32817-1495
 



407-823-8516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Taza Guthrie
3321 E. Glenn St., #2
Tucson, AZ 85716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Lee
1343 West Touhy Avenue, #2S
Chicago, IL 60626-2676



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Bagby
240 Shady Lane
Boulder Creek, CA 95006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Birgit Fischer
Billrothstr. 6
Nürnberg, DE 90482



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Reid Larimore
2915 Reed Ave. #3
Cheyenne, WY 82001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
We have property that borders the northwestern margin of the Great Basin and have seen
the impacts of water export not only to southern Nevada but also to southern California
thru the Owens Valley! We thank the volunteers of save Mono Lake Committee for their
protracted and successful battle.
 
Sincerely,
 



Gary E. Ranz
Retired
224 Happy Hollow Ct
Lafayette, CA 94549



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith McGovern
2455 W Pumping Station Rd
Quakertown, PA 18951



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.  WE DON'T NEED TO PROLIFERATE  EXPANSION OF CASINO'S AND  THE
RESULTANT EXPLOSION IN POPULATION  IN A DESERT WHERE WATER IS
PRICELESS
 
Sincerely,
 
roberta fitzpatrick
4101 71st ave se



salem, OR 97317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
T. Marietta Christon
3226 Lenwood Dr.
New Port Richey, FL 34655-3315



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gary merenstein
545 manhattan dr., #201
boulder, CO 80303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Wilson
1161 Quantril Way
Baltimore City, MD 21205-3254



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcia Lovelace
307 Jayne Avenue
Oakland, CA 94610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betty Ann Duggan
3 Gordon Way
Princeton, NJ 08540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Devon Van Alyne
26 Cantwell Dr.
Middletown, DE 19709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Martin
111 Barnes Road
Millsap, TX 76066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
larry Karush
10439 Holman Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Noel Larock
P.O. Box 709
Southwick, MA 01077



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Feit
600 Chatham Road
Glenview, IL 60025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. MICHAELLE ROBARDEY
187 ATLANTIC AV
SHREVEPORT, LA 71105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Craig
21840 Piessner Rd Se
Yelm, WA 98597



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louis Avrami
4 Paula Court
Morristown, NJ 07960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Melissa Bishop
24 Church St.
Deposit, NY 13754
 



(607) 217-9145



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Allen
4556 Gettysburg Dr.
Rolling Meadows, IL 60008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Schieferl
0 Masconomo St.
Manchester, MA 01944



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The purpose of this letter is to advise you that I care deeply about the Great Basin and all
the plants and animals that live there.  I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why should we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
As you are aware, Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently
requires the state engineer- you - to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water
if he finds that the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin
being diverted.  While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it
seems only reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic
and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
As I understand it,  water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great
Basin shrubland habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and
annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard; Eight thousand
acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial
streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for taking the time to review my thoughts and I hope you will consider them
carefully.
 
Ms. Holly F. Malarney
50 Boatswain's Way - Unit 205



Chelsea, MA 02150
 
(617) 884-4126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DAwn French
1235 SW 132nd Ln #913
Seattle, WA 98146



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger Levin
558 8th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
The growth in the Las Vegas desert is unsustainable.  You do not have the right to drain
others water, underground or above ground.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Stillman



797 E Rainforest Drive
Murray, UT 84107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wm Schultz
339 w 4th
whitefish, MT 59937



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Coughlin
425 W 160 ST
Apt. 6A
New York, NY 10032





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Reese
2011 Rolling Rd,
Cortez, CO 81321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edith Thomsen
401 43rd Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gina Ortiz
3036 n. rockmont ave.
claremont, CA 91711
 



909  621  6192



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Peale
5 Worth Hill Lane
Aston, PA 19014-1545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Moranda Meyer
6219 cloud dance dr
Las cruces, NM 88012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Stewart
8920 Shady Vista Ct.
Elk Grove, CA 95624-2729



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care  about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals
that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why should we pump that water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables could drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would likely go extinct. Widespread harm to other species could occur,
including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia
spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Rachael Denny
4082 Interlake Road
Bradley, CA 93426



 
(805) 472-9036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robyn Schnellenberger
11230 Torrie Way  Unit F
Bealeton, VA 22712
 



(540) 439-3865



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin M Staudt
14 Summer St
Andover, MA 01810
 



978-475-5795



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebeca Steinberg
Street
Mexico, ot 11000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathleen  king
410 ozark trail
madison, WI 53705
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alida Montanez-Salas
2871 Stanbridge Ave.
Long Beach, CA 90815-1060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Lubahn
5338 Wolf Rd
Erie, PA 16505
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gretchen Brewer
Recycling Consultant
1505 Russell St
Berkeley, CA 94703
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sam Sandilla Jr.
1419 Leo Lane E, Apt. #5
Clearwater, FL 33755



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
suey sivula
spjutgatan 21
norrköping, ot 60373



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cartographer L.J. Travers
Cartographer
1240 47th Ave N
St. Petersburg, FL 33703





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. joe and mary volpe
P.O. Box 2083
ventura, CA 93002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Jacobson
3530 GLen Park Rd
Oakland, CA 94602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Christina Marcus
7 Emily Court
Medford, NY 11763



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Creighton
434 Palmer Rd
E Greenbush, NY 12061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ana lopes
Sesimbra
Sesimbra, ot 02970



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Ambrose
7 Norwich St W
Guelph, ON N1H 2G8



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mitzi Dentler
1107 Quail Park Dr.
Austin, TX 78758



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. herb patchell
313 north main st
natick, MA 01760



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marijeanne Sarraille
Declines to State
Pittsburg, CA 94565-5135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jana Harker
PO BOX 660793
Arcadia , CA 91066 0793



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Kautz
2060 East 112th Place
Northglenn, CO 80233-2284
 



720-514-9156



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
P Henry
300 Park Terrace Dr
Stoneham, MA 02180



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Rieckmann
W3268 Buffalo Hills Road
Pardeeville, WI 53954



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate Hilts
10 Elm St
Brookline, MA 02445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan  Terry
6255 Habitat Drive #1007
Boulder, CO 80301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeannette Lovitch
29 Woodland Road
Pownal, ME 04069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sonya Young
21 Arianna Ct
Moriarty, NM 87035-5261



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosemary Graf
retired health worker
6 A1 Walker Rd
Cummington, MA 01026-9607



 
956-365-4580



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriel Sheridan
751  north  olin Ave
Portland, OR 97203
 



2063292715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am disappointed at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export
57 billion gallons of water annually from its aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
 
Nevada's "Interbasin Water Transfer Statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer to deny an application if the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally
sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While an exact definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems
reasonable to believe the water authority's request is not sound, given the irreversible
impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as documented in the
Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement" for the pipeline
proposal.
 
As estimated, water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great
Basin shrubland habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and
annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand
acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial
streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Norman Talley
2610 Urbana Dr
Silver Spring, MD 20906



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Morgan
12101 W Beloit Rd #2
Greenfield, WI 53228
 



414-241-8300



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Howard Lazzarini
12105 51st Ave SE
Everett, WA 98208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexandra Hopkins
2748 Prospect Ave
La Crescenta, CA 91214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laine Reams
11139 NE Weidler St
Portland, OR 97220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Franklin Zyriek
1977 E. Todd Dr.
Tempe, AZ 85283



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Beard
3495 Marathon Dr
San Diego, CA 92123-2621
 



(858) 279-1526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Briesacher
4411 Parkview Drive
Salt Lake City, UT 84124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Cornelius
PO Box 739
Homer, AK 99603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex Steinbrecher
1230 Monticello road
Lafayette, CA 94549



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jurgita Raskeviciute
150 Old Bergen Rd.
Jersey City, NJ 07305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Taylor
320 E 6230 S
Murray, UT 84107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
c tuke
Wilmington ave
slc, UT 84106-1822



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Cunneen
87 East Plain st
Wayland, MA 01778



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Torretta
200 Centner Court
Canon City, CO 81212
 



719-276-2115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Okeefe
1426 Gardenia Drive
Micco, FL 32976
 



7098348392



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Barrett
2040 Gill Port Ln
Walnut Creek, CA 94598-1132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Swaner
6313 S. 400 E.
Murray, UT 84107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Rebecca Leuck
2800 SW Nevada St
Seattle, WA 98126-2538
 



860-367-1546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Cheryl Zellmer
14455 Turin Lane
Centreville, VA 20121-2271



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry French
3667 Summerhill Dr
Carson Cituy, NV 89705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
silvia licciulli
309 s 12 street
philadelphia, PA 19107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Bit by bit, we are stripping America of her most precious resources.  This needs to come to
a stop.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcia Tunnock



175 Carter Ave SE
Atlanta, GA 30317-2803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Nathanson
Beard St.
Tallahassee, FL 32303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Saldivar
4230 san pablo Dam rd Apt E31
El Sobrante, CA 94803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nina Gilmore
83 Elm Street
Andover, MA 01810



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robin vogler
958 Blue Lake Ln
bigfork , MT 59911



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gil & Mary Jorgensen
6460 Vooscane Ave
Cochiti Lake, NM 87083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Elaine Gates
4800 Redwood Dr.
Littleton, CO 80123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Penny Gates-Christianson
1214 32nd St. NE
Auburn, WA 98002-2361



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James McDonough
4520 Overlook Dr NE Apt 236
Saint Petersburg, FL 33703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joshua Masterson
437 Duplin St.
Virginia Beach, VA 23452



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I respectfully urge you to turn down the Southern Nevada Water Authority's application to
drain central and eastern Nevada's aquifers.  While there are alternatives available, and as
the authority itself has stated that it can increase water supply through better conservation
measures, I think it is reasonable that these less-drastic options be instituted first.
Dramatically altering the Great Basin watershed, at the cost of imperiling and perhaps
extinguishing whole systems of animals and plants that thrive there, should not be taken
lightly or as a first resort.  I feel certain that Nevada can pursue sustainable and available
technologies for meeting its growing demand for water, and in my view the state is in a
position to show innovation and leadership on water use, an issue that is becoming
increasingly important to all of us.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.  Thank you for your consideration.
 
Sincerely,
 



Emma Miniscalco
658 Acker Street, N.E.
Washington, DC 20002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. a.k. & anka jhangiani
2071 golf course drive
reston, VA 20191
 



(703) 620-4941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr David Stewart
22 Shaw Drive
Rochester, NH 03868



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brad Cleavenger
1204 loch ness ave
Broomfield, CO 80020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emanuel Falcone
11124 Sea Tropic Lane
Fort Myers, FL 33908



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Mac Nish
805 E Via Entrada
Tucson, AZ 85718



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irena Franchi
301 174 St 2206
Sunny Isles Beach, FL 33160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan Dirrenberger
168 Chattanooga St Apt 3
San Francisco, CA 94114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Halbe
18865 Lomita Ave.
Sonoma, CA 95476
 



7079398888



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Taugher
19201 Sonoma Hwy #268
Sonoma, CA 95476



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dick Schoech
2614 Chinquapin Oak Ln
Arlington, TX 76012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I served as a park ranger at Death Valley years ago, and am acquainted with the Nevada
desert.  So, I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the
plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norman A Bishop
4898 Itana Cir.



Bozeman, MT 59715
 
(406) 582-0597



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Huntington
2280 Hudson St
Denver, CO 80207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tamara Lischka
4637 SE Madison St
Portland, OR 97215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jerry rosen
7420 Bathurst St.
Thornhill, ON L4J 6X4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
asra yousufuddin
1510  huntleigh dr.
wheaton, IL 60189
 



6307768753



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
FOR   A    KINDER, SAFER, HEALTHIER    and    M O R E      J U S T
WORLD>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jerry rosen



7420 Bathurst St.
Thornhill, ON L4J 6X4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Gholami
3610 Ripple Creek Dr.
Louisville, KY 40229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Ruth E Briggs
1885 Pinetree
Trenton, MI 48183
 



(734) 676-6248



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cindy sims
7335 edgerton
dallas, TX 75231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Rose Marie Menard
460 South Batavia Street
Orange, CA 92868-3907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norman Breuer
1505 Ft. Clarke Blvd 4101
Gainesville, FL 32606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy Menghi
1-650 Roche Point Drive
North Vancouver, BC V7H2Z5
 



604-929-6003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
fran whitman
13856 ford drive
L'ANSE, MI 49946
 



906-524-5252



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
fran whitman
13856 ford drive
L'ANSE, MI 49946
 



906-524-5252



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Isabel Bauer
703 Madison Ave.
Redwood City, CA 94061
 



650-369-8454



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raymond Capece
303 Old County Rd.
Smithfield, RI 02917



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
frances callahan
339 sir winston drive
canyon lake, TX 78133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
fran whitman
13856 ford drive
L'ANSE, MI 49946
 



906-524-5252



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Tedesco-Kerrick
3042 E Squaw Peak Circle
Phoenix, AZ 85016-8924
 



(602) 285-5000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce Gubelman
5600 Third Street, #502
San Francisco, CA 94124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
barbara osada
21 1/2 river road
philadelphia, PA 19128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Burckhardt
Third St
San Rafael, CA 94901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mae basye
501 quest ridge drive
fuquay varina, NC 27526-8719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elizabeth vitek
80 montclair
toronto, ON m5p 1p8



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Moira Bradford
140 Michigan Ave
Asheville, NC 28806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Carico
5306 Muskrat Road
Weed, CA 96094



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
April and Joseph Faires
2305 34th Ave SE
PUYALLUP, WA 98374-4140
 



(235) 435-6030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Hulsey
1765 Jimmy dodd rd
Buford, GA 30518



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Satya Vayu
4418 SE Harrison St
Portland, OR 97215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mia distasi
2723 19th ave
Oakland, CA 94606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Kicinski
1255 Pine Island Road
Merritt Island, FL 32953



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Donna Jaggard
5455 N Sheridan Rd, 602
Chicago, IL 60640
 



(773) 271-0795



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
leon borsukiewicz
1887 malibu cir
santa rosa, CA 95401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hiroe  Watanabe
5926 Worth St.
Dallas, TX 75214
 



940-395-1889



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marci L Koski
10601 SE 2nd St.
Vancouver, WA 98664
 



503-927-1107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Wilson
6513 Marvin Avenue
Sykesville, MD 21784



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Rosenberg
32 Toussin
Kentfield, CA 94904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Roane
120 Mooreland Street
Springfield, MA 01104-1829



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stephen Harding
384 pines dr.
pagosa springs, CO 81147



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Miller
600 S Mission Ridge Ave Apt 16
Colby, KS 67701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcia K
6225 Manoa Street
Oal;land, CA 94618
 



510-6559720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
k gorman
21 coppermine rd.
farmington, CT 06032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Engel
6458 Stone Bridge Rd.
Santa Rosa, CA 95409



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanna Cadorette
5 Lawrence Court
Preston , CT 06365



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Kloepfer
1716 N. Main St., STE. A327
#193
Longmont, CO 80501





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Ganfield
N7556 W Lakeshore
Whitewater, WI 53190



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
My original home is Pioche in Lincoln County.  This request from Las Vegas is absurd!!
Sincerely,
 
Maynard Green
233 N. Bryar
Westland, MI 48185





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Sidney Robles
1129 Stonybrook Dr.
Napa, CA 94558



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nathan Havlick
1814 Waterston AVe Apt 108
Austin, TX 78703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Frayer
2339 Meachem St.
Racine, WI 53403-2463
 



262-633-7887



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Char West
844 S. Bagley Creek Rd
Port Angeles, WA 98362
 



360-452-4606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rick Whitman
730 Moccasin Trl.
Billings, MT 59105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
zelda bush
48 hardy rd
levittown, PA 19056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Robelia
s238 cty rd v
durand, WI 54736



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tina Beedle
6324 blueberry st
Milton, FL 32570



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Paradise
17 Brettwood Rd
Belmont, MA 02478



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosendo Fernandez
Josep Miret
Barcelona, ot 08020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex Silverio
1507 San Tomas Ct.
San Jose, CA 95130-1251



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sean Derman
174 franklin ave
mantua, NJ 08051
 



8567846290



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tina Pirazzi
445 Los Altos
Long Beach, CA 90814
 



(562) 498-2790



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanette Webb
1602 Lake Charlotte Ln
Richmond, TX 77406
 



2817622312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Ripley
161 Mace Hill Road
Hartland, VT 05048
 



8024365301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen  Ives
2342 South 600 East
Salt Lake City , UT 84106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David M Fleming
1107 Halifax Ave
Davis, CA 95616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Magnus Holmen
238 Rosemont Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
deb harris
rr3
denfield, ON n0m1p0
 



519 232-1110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Batey
500 tamalpais drive
mill valley, CA 94941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
roberta gerber
47 9th Street West
Bonita Shores, FL 34134-7422



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Miller
315 Crestview Dr
Santa Clara, CA 95050-6505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Burn
6062 Copperfield Dr, Apt 818
Fort Worth, TX 76132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christie Robnett
110 CIRCLE DR.
EAST PEORIA, IL 61611-3727
 



 309-681-6024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Charnas
3027 Corydon Road
Cleveland Heights, OH 44118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Landis Crockett
2964 Lakeview Point Rd
Quincy, FL 32351



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen Johnston
27 Crosman Ave
Swampscott, MA 01907-1412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doris Vician
708 Guadalupe Ct. NW
Albuquerque, NM 87114
 



(505) 514-1018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Porter
5001 N. 11th Ave.
Phoenix, AZ 85013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. BRIAN KELLY
13512 BUSTLETON AVE
PHILA, PA 19116
 



215-620-7677



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Thomas Brenner
512 Bella St.
Hollidaysburg, PA 16648
 



(814) 696-4173



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Bellrose
369 Whistling Straits Way
Rio Vista, CA 94571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Inis LeBlanc
Box 2745
 
Garibaldi Highlands, BC V0N 1T0





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Mary Long
620 S 1st St #111
Austin, TX 78704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jacki masar
11037 linwood road
bowling green, OH 43402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary foley
103 greenhills court
south douglas road
cork, ot 000000





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nickola Ballas
675 Cole Street #10
San Francisco, CA 94117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Handwerker
6465 Via Benita
Boca Raton, FL 33433



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allan  Haller
PO Box 1838
Flagler Beach, FL 32136
 



3868641384



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. aimee whitman
28 wood rd
bedford hills, NY 10507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Julie Beer
334 College Ave. Apt. E
Palo Alto, CA 94306
 



(650) 328-5097



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. V R R Sansone
456 Robles Way
Vallejo, CA 94591
 



(707) 980-6879



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leilah Yanez
3718 Obispo Street
Tampa, FL 33629
 



(813) 494-8414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Deborah Otto Sunderman
303 e Greenville st
Anderson, SC 29621
 



8646173370



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elisa Katz
74 William St
Wallingford, CT 06492



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Whitworth Cotten
3355 S.E. 9th. Ave,
Portland, OR 97202-2714



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
aura mix
517 Pine
Hailey, ID 83333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Jessie J Bourke
990 Copper Vista Dr.
Prescott, AZ 86303
 



(928) 771-8792



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Sir, let's not put swimming pools, green lawns more suitable to the ecosystem of New
England, the social nicety of keeping one's car clean, and the daily routine water use of
toilets, dishwashers, and laundry washing machines ahead of defenseless desert
creatures that have residence precedence over the human species by centuries, if not
millennia. The human species historically has had a colonial mind-set when it comes to
settling a region (check your American history texts), much to the detriment of the current
inhabitants. It might be a good idea to rethink this water/pipeline idea.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the



table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherri Matthew
22 Pearl St.
Brandon, VT 05733



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Janet Robinson
6391 Toulon Dr.
Boca Raton, FL 33433



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joseph breazeale
1759 westwood drive
concord, CA 94521
 



925-262-3809



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roxanne Denise & Jeff Webb
722 Buckskin Trl
Arlington, TX 76015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
karla molina
solidaridad
morelia, ME 58280



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
randi kander
5901 N. 32nd St.
Tacoma , WA 98407



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Hutchinson
849 Omar Street
Glendale, CA 91202
 



(818) 240-6160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JENNY WILDER
19607 Sandy Ln
Apple Valley, CA 92308
 



760 220 0730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Gadway
256 Bates Rd.
White Salmon, WA 98672



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Idajane Dalpino
6 Navajo LN
Corte Madera, CA 94925



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen OSTEEN
10817 Graeloch Rd
Laurel, MD 20723



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Hopkins
3 Main
Brownsdale, NF A0B1H0



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adelia Horner-Johnson
12074 SE 37th Ave
Milwaukie, OR 97222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Harter
1249 Bundage Court
Marina, CA 93933



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
C. Heaberlin
1824 Pemberton St.
philadelphia, PA 19146



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Earlene Webster
4300 Filmore Rd.
Greensboro, NC 27409-9721
 



336-668-0595



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Corinne Louise Greenberg
626 The Alameda
Berkeley, CA 94707-1602
 



510-526-3593



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Parker
7523 n derby rd.
Peoria, IL 61615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Troy Spatz
17810 W. 310 St.
Bethany, MO 64424-9217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mathew Wilson
379 Mitchell Ave.
Oshawa, IN 47334
 



(905)986-5765



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Karen A. Keller
   Groth Drive
Sterling Heights, MI 48312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chiara Simbolotti
Via Monti 10
Cunico (Asti) Italy, ot 14020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MAUREEN LEVIER
218 neptune ave
beachwood, NJ 08722
 



7323499483



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Sperry
6723 ben ave
North Hollywood, CA 91606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julian Orr
P. O. Box 577
Pescadero, CA 94060
 



650 879-0066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jocelyn Russell
1218 N Larimer Street
Wichita, KS 67203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
h Oliveira
Chácara
Machado, ot 377500000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Fletcher Cossa
622 East 20th Street
NEW YORK CITY, NY 10009-1410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Nasser
1257 Virginia Avenue
Glendale, CA 91202
 



714-865-1510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan M Kasper
578 South Shore Rd
Delanson, NY 12053



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Magnus Holmen
238 Rosemont Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss Annemieke marietta
White St
Key West, FL 33040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Smith
692A Plymouth Dr
Lakewood, NJ 08701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Penelope Bakatsias
4324 Maureen Drive
Charlotte, NC 28205
 



704 779-8463



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sean Corrigan
2/9 Lae Street
Trinity Beach, ot 4879



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Stone-Gaudet
165 Asbury Avenue
Evanston, IL 60202
 



847-869-1007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Belz
PO Box 11507
same
Oakland, CA 94611



 
--- --- ----



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danielle Pirotte
Allée du bois, 2
Neupré, ot B-4120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Water is vital for humans survival and it is also vital for all the wildlife both animal and plant
life that share this planet with us.  We were not supposed to shove the wildlife off this
planet by extinction and loss of habitat because we are such a greedy group of humanity.
We refuse to control our  overpopulation of this planet because of the religious bunch who
are brainwashing humanity to keep themselves in luxury and we are so gullible and refuse
to think for ourselves. .I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin
and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada
Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 



Sincerely,
 
Ms. Marilyn Miller
2820 West Lawrence Ave.
Springfield, IL 62704-1073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I want you to know that I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals
that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David L Davidson
117 Elm Spring
San Antonio, TX 78231-1412
 



(210) 492-9475



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caroline and David Tapia
12 paseo de San Antonio
Santa Fe, NM 87507
 



5054740403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ann Fleming
215 S 8th
Manhattan, KS 6502-6127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Landskron
5132 Winged-foot Lane
Winter Haven, FL 33884
 



862-206-1776



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Elston
127 N. Main
Glen Carbon, IL 62034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john walker
box 1462
albuquerque, NM 87103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Olivia Schlosser
9 Atwoodville Lane
Mansfield Center, CT 06250-1140



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristin Vyhnal
525 W. Hawthorne Pl. #1208
Chicago, IL 60657



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Armand Biron
9 Atwoodville Lane
Mansfield Center, CT 06250-1140



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bernie Berenson
1901 Lombardy Ave
Nashville, TN 37215-1303
 



615-297-3794



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S. E. Williams
12707 Murphy Rd., #70
Stafford, TX 77477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert S Johnson
124 1/2 Stewart St.
Carrollton, GA 30117
 



(678) 633-0864



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Reid
5641 W. Triangle X Place
Tucson, AZ 85713



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Ventenilla
10338 Sala Pl
Sun Valley, CA 91352-3644



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cynthia hathaway
340 N. 200 W.
Hurricane, UT 84737



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tonya Cornwall
11254 SE Cedar Way
Happy Valley, OR 97086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcie Mott
4816 Madonna Ave.
Chattanooga, TN 37412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shirley gilbreath
512 cr 3375
Valley Mills, TX 76689



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Waldo
590 Anderson Rd
Sweetwater, TN 37874-6608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adelita Duran
Ave. Campos
San Jose, ot 1007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Sieck
retired
13963 Redmond Dr.
Huntley, IL 60142



 
224-569-6767



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carla pereira
2446 terrill road
union, NJ 07083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stefan Kozinski
807 E. Matson Run Pkwy.
Wilmington, DE 19802-1109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
reb posenr
po
cen, CT 06409



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eve Roberson
833 Front St. #203
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
 



8314548747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Elliott
6644 Kentwood Bluffs Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Heller
PO Box 544
Tucson, AZ 85702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jackie Raven
235 E. 89th Street
New York, NY 10128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. christine bridenbaker
1105 brookwood dr
derby, NY 14047-9507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy McLean
70 Rockefeller Ave
West Haven, CT 06516-6319



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Fairley
3635 Lakeview rd
Carson City, NV 89703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha O Vinick
5551 Dunrobin Dr.  #4301
Sarasota, FL 34238
 



(941) 312-5931



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kris Boggis
4025 Donna Avenue
San Diego, CA 92115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Ryan
5680 W. Atlantic Ave, #306
Delray Beach, FL 33484
 



7708431293



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca McDonough
455 San Mateo Drive
Menlo Park, CA 94025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Hartz
4605 Westchester Dr. NE Unit D
Cedar Rapids, IA 52402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sandra trommet
pflegfeld7
schärding, ot 4780



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcus Lanskey
3867 Potter Street
Eugene, OR 97405
 



2063397730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Creelman
230 Tivoli Private
Ottawa, ON K2E0A7



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Jasper
3921 Dawn Dr
Loomis, CA 95650
 



916-652-6453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cristine Barsanti
P.O. Box 851
Columbia, CA 95310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Casey Fagre
850B Menges St
Sausalito, CA 94965



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lindell Haggin
15418 N. Little Spokane Dr
Spokane, WA 99208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcus Lanskey
3867 Potter Street
Eugene, OR 97405
 



2063397730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Megan Adams
4860 Reservation Rd
Placerville, CA 95667



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard A Perilli
6579 Osborne Tpke
Henrico, VA 23231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mihaela giurca
4502 greenwood
seattle, WA 98103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Walton
Box 105
Jonesboro, IL 62952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Joos
4259 SW Patrick Pl
PORTLAND, OR 97239-7202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hannah A. Hansen
r678 Mount View Ln.
Athens, WI 54411
 



715-297-7261



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
antonia guerra
1264 view street
Camano Island, WA 98282



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Whooley
20493 Rome Road
Nevada City, CA 95959



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger & Gayle O'Donahoo
2 Dundee Place
Wantirna, Victoria 3152, WA 98270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jim Fiddler
P.O. Box 1677
27785 Easy St.
Bigfork, MT 59911



 
406-837-2456



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? Perhaps it is
time Las Vegas' growth stopped.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virgene Link
P.O. Box 543
Anacortes, WA 98221



 
360-293-0950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Shelton
2644 Talisman Ct
Bedford, TX 76021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heidi Schmit
Janis ct
Alamo, CA 94507-2842



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Hinnant
503 Mount Vernon Drive NW
Wilson, NC 27893



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Moore
6230 Somerset Dr
Horn Lake, MS 38637



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raina Broadstone
724 Pershing Ave
Davenport, IA 52803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
IRENE CONNOLLY
417 E. 2nd STREET
BROOKLYN, NY 11219-3905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rich Yurman
2516  24th Ave
S. F., CA 94116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Josh Swink
120 1/2 Longs Peak Avenue
Longmont, CO 80501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Robert Lombardi
1465 E 64 St
Brooklyn, NY 11234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Elston
127 N. Main
Glen Carbon, IL 62034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joyce reddig
509 Singer Dr
Madison, TN 37115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Seffinga
69 Mourning Dove Dr
Stafford, VA 22554



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
hailee nueva
199 east 5rh ave
Eugene, OR 97402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anita  Kreager
751 Cholla Road
Chula Vista, CA 91910
 



619-421-6401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel French
7126 A Barclay ave.
Brooksville, FL 34609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Dornhecker
4228 Muirfield Loop
Lake Wales, FL 33859-5725



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Manor
910 Grandin Avenue
Rockville, MD 20851



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna L Steiner
7100 N.W. Chapel Woods Ln.
Kansas City, MO 64152
 



(816) 619-3575



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Charlene Rush
2670 Thoroughbred Ct. #835
Allison Park, PA 15101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Paul
4652 Tule Dr.
Topock, AZ 86436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Butcher
3106 Allen Avenue
St. Louis, MO 63104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maggie Alk
410 Porlier
Green Bay, WI 54301-3716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Keene
7536 Gladstone Ave
White City, OR 97503
 



(541) 826-6911



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bennye willis
1817 n. fuller ave
los angeles, CA 90046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tracy mclarnon
177 walnut ave
bogota, NJ 07603
 



(201) 820-2683



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorniece Stephen
374 Ontario st
Ronkonkoma, NY 11779



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john harris
po box 5410
bay point, CA 94565
 



925-203-0427



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Saskia Santos
704 SW 16th Ave #306
Gainesville, FL 32601-8581



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
theodore johns
185 niantic river rd
waterford, CT 06385
 



8606010550



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Blain
156 Vernon Street
Gardner, MA 01440-3832



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia L. Lent
818 Marywood
Royal Oak, MI 48067-1728



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annette Bailey
753 James St
Syracuse, NY 13203
 



(315) 218-5796



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gina Writz
7400 W Coal Mine Ave
Littleton, CO 80123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danny Mullane
1715 Somerset Place, #8
Louisville, KY 40220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra VanBlarcom
205 Spring Hill Rd
Honesdale, PA 18431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Wesley
2024 n 2nd st #b
Flagstaff, AZ 86004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annette Bailey
753 James St
Syracuse, NY 13203
 



(315) 218-5796



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keiko Woodyard
1016 Bennett Ave
Glenwood Springs, CO 81601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Keim
5940 W 87th Place
Oak Lawn, IL 60453
 



708-346-0786



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louie Stallone
Kilbourn
chicago, IL 60641
 



773-391-1653



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Squires
1023 Borden Rd
Borden Rd, VA 23229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aleta Wallach
355 25th Street
Santa Monica, CA 90402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Introna
2164 Ponce de Leon Ave NE
Atlanta, GA 30307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Introna
2164 Ponce de Leon Ave NE
Atlanta, GA 30307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Henry Jones
1000 Urlin Avenue, Unit#1209
Columbus, OH 43212
 



614-824-1023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Peterson
10865 Grange Creek Dr.
Thornton, CO 80233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. James Kirks
11 Hemming Lane
Chico, CA 95973
 



530-342-2179



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about maintaining a sustainable ecological
equilibrium on our Earth and, in this case, the Great Basin and all the plants and animals
that live there. I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada in a political attempt to support unsustainable growth in southern Nevada when
there are viable means of meeting their water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Act responsibly and not politically, please deny the authority's water-
right applications based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would
cause. In light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water
demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Conn
22018 126th Court SE
Kent, WA 98031



 
253 631-9100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Young
3700 Alabama Street, #105
Bellingham, WA 98229-4551



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Kelly
4727 W. Eckner St.
Kitty Hawk, NC 27949



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Wahlig
911 W. Theresa Ln.
Glendale, WI 53209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. craig conn
temn
pgh, PA 15212
 



0000000000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhonda Holt
3300 Hemlock Ln 605
Miamisburg, OH 45342
 



9373840177



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Kline
1019 ASHLEY RD.
WEST CHESTER, PA 19382-7560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pilar Toro
15024 SW 104 St, 2212
Miami, FL 33196



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Green
3477 Woodland Church Rd 
Buckingham, VA 23921
 



4349695650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Navin
25 Wallace Road
North Salem, NY 10560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would the authority authorize pumping of water to southern Nevada
to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs
through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Kincaid
7163 Max Patch Rd
Hot Springs, NC 28743



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Watts
16217 Sunset Trail
Riverside, CA 92506
 



9519063067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Isaac Shamah
219 N. Broadway
Nyack, NY 10960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Henry Rosenfeld
16217 Sunset Trail
Riverside, CA 92506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ann whitcomb
640 Gooseberry dr, unit 705
longmont, co 80503, CO 80503-6432



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Ott
13 Leuckel Dr.
Van Buren, MO 63965



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Kunke
1221 Bell Rd
Minooka, IL 60447-9723



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Joyce Duarte
4207 Everett Avnue
Middleburg, FL 32068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Robert Sargent
320 Main St.
Salem, NH 03079



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Retired Bob Fischella
Retired
6219 E. Via De La Yerba
Tucson, AZ 85750



 
520-299-3076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Davin Peterson
2846 Lowell Street
Eureka, CA 95501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Dollner
846 Swan Lake Road
Stockbridge, GA 30281



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Meredith
530 Macadamia Ave.
Madera, CA 936375671



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara McVey
59 Chaucer Street
Hartsdale, NY 10530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurel Covington
207 ORANGE DR
Lutz, FL 33548



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Dooney
530 NE Goldie Drive
Hillsboro, OR 97124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christophe Ouedec
275 shoreline drive
Redwood city, CA 94065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Rist
208 South LakeshoreDrive
Manahawkin, NJ 08050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Campbell
36 Plaza Drive
Mill Valley, CA 94941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Linda Waine
80 School St.
Taunton, MA 02780



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Rist
208 South LakeshoreDrive
Manahawkin, NJ 08050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Edward Gerster
9325 SW 77th Ave #247
Miami, FL 33156



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Drillias
8505 Crestwood Ave.
Munster, IN 46321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jimi Logsdon
1884 humboldt rd
chico, CA 95928-9197



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Rist
208 South LakeshoreDrive
Manahawkin, NJ 08050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. arleen weiss
715 bockman rd
san lorenzo, CA 94580
 



510 317 9160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Benesovsky
764 Runnymede Avenue
Coquitlam, BC V3J 2V1



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlotte Fleming
4566 N Lake Orlando Pkwy
Orlando, FL 32808-1716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monica Soto
3388 Bronson St
San Bernardino, CA 92407
 



909-887-819



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tom stampalia
329 North Sierra Bonita Avenue
los Angeles, CA 90036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss Mary Bissell
1801 Carey Place
Oklahoma City, OK 73106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Alan Montgomery
2415 Tamera Drive SW
Huntsville, AL 35803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gloria Bautista. Ph.D
920 Spanish Point
Seneca, SC 29678



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Goyetche
70 Drury Ave.
Athol, MA 01331-2420



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you to express my scientific opinion regarding the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and deliver to Las Vegas.  I am a wildlife biologist and find this
request to be beyond appalling.  There is no reason to support this type of growth for
southern Nevada.    There are other methods of sustaining water needs for southern
Nevada.  I need more of an explanation than the "we want more mentality". 
 
Please review Nevada's interbasin water transfer statute, NRS 533.370(6).  This requires
the state engineer to deny applications if they are found to be environmentally unsound.
There is nothing environmentally sound about this request. 
 
The Bureau of Land Management's draft environmental impact statement for the proposed
pipeline was accurate in describing the scenario as catastrophic and the irreversible
impacts that will definitely occur should this extraction be allowed to occur. 
 
Decreased water tables by 200 feet along with 192,000 acres of necessary habitats would
be destroyed allowing invasive species to proliferate are some of the devastating impacts.
Destruction of wetlands, streams and springs is not an option. 
 
I personally know of the irrevocable harm from this action that will affect sensitive species
such as Greater Sage-Grouse, Southwestern Willow Flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, to
name a few.   There is no reason for a species to go extinct in this age of time. 
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah that I work so hard to protect. You must deny the authority's water-right
applications based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In
light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands,
they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Stone
 
Barbara Stone
84 Timber Lakes
Heber City, UT 84032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Dolleman
Ellingwood Rd
West Paris, ME 04289



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chuck Hugi
2539 River Downs
Stow, OH 44224-6231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise King
5015 Jardin
Laguna Woods,, CA 92637-1818



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raymond Intemann
698 Grove Avenue
Cliffside PArk, NJ 07010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Eames
3910 Hathaway Avenue #956
Long Beach, CA 90815



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Methvin
P. O. Box 11
Brookeland, TX 75931



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colonel Sabrina P Wojnaroski
30 W Chapel Ridge Rd
Pittsburgh, PA 15238
 



(412) 968-0799



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Diane Faircloth
984 Proctors Purchase Rd
Hartly, DE 19953



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Friedman
855 West End Avenue/ 2A
new York, NY 10025-4987



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Derinda Cantrell
PO Box 479
Holualoa, HI 96725



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jill  malloy
unit2-4 bishop
auckland, ot 0604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing about the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.  Please
deny the authority's water-right applications based on the negative environmental impacts
they would cause.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Hale
9124 SW 51st Road #B302
Gainesville, FL 32608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Bair
1231 E. Loma Alta Dr.
Altadena, CA 91001-1509



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jim C hockley
5844 colorado rd
mariposa, CA 95338



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dennis S Hamm
12005 Hastings Road
Garfield Heights, OH 44125
 



(216) 544-4515



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles McCall
278 Vine St.
West Bend, WI 53095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Blanton
125 Fieldstone Rd.
Spartanburg, SC 29301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Schwartz
203 Jan Lynn Street
Siloam Springs, AR 72761



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Soden
521 washington st
Bound brook, NJ 08805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
barb childers
Kekaha Rd
Kekaha, HI 96752
 



808-337-9992



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Schmale
600 Chapman Dr
Corte Madera, CA 94925



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darlene O'Grady
17340 136th Place SE
Monroe, WA 98272-9764



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bernadette Belcastro
68 Crocus Ave.
Floral Park, NY 11001
 



516-437-0000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karolina Johnson
2910 Barlow Street
Madison, WI 53705
 



(608) 231-1964



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amber Scott
304 1/2 w. marion st
Portage, WI 53901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenda Neil
425 Dorset Street #35
South Burlington, VT 05403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DEBORAH MAUFER
350 Sharon Park Dr., #S-26
Menlo Park, CA 94025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Beattie
9614 Raintree
Sun city, AZ 85351



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emelia Breña Valle
Lomas Verdes Poniente 1701
Cuernavaca, ot 62156



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tina Floyd
55 Bellhaven Way
Hilton Head Island, SC 29928-1500
 



843-341-3514



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Stuckey
1931 N. Fremont St
Chicago, IL 60614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Stuckey
1931 N. Fremont St
Chicago, IL 60614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Hubert
6800 Virgil Way
Flagstaff, AZ 86001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carl Hoffmeister
1471 Ash Circle Apt. 101
Casselberry, FL 32707
 



407-435-1201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
priscilla ellis
16 olmstead street
jamaica plain, MA 02130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caty Wagner
6 Robin Court
North Haven, CT 06473
 



(203) 988-3584



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerryl E. Puelle
540 East 20th Street
Apt. 9B
New York, NY 10009





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Pope-Stutzman
1873 N. Carolina Ave
Clovis, CA 93619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Biggs
POBox 20271
Juneau, AK 99802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Lynn
9 Longwood Lake Road
Oak Ridge, NJ 07438-9720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Elkins
2006 N Avenue
Anacortes, WA 98221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ayesha  Gill
6604 Dana St.
Oakland, CA 94609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Walter Staton
404 E Kingsley Ave
Pomona, CA 91767



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vincent Saia
73 West 71st Street
Apt. 5C
New York, NY 10023



 
212-496-9756



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
H
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Reuss
68 laurel la
Sag Harbor, NY 11963



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maria sousa
av eva 87
lisboa, ot 1700



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Karen Rubino
113 Iceland Drive
s. Huntington, NY 11746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Jean Posner
38530 Tierra Subida Ave., Apt 324
Palmdale, CA 93551
 



6612029319



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Livernois
9400 Betty Lane
Plymouth, MI 48170



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brad Kloth
951 Homewood Ct
Decatur, GA 30033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Henry Randolph
1103 Libbie Avenue
Richmond, VA 23226
 



804 282-8546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ZOI ENCINAS
18019 1/2 62ND AVE N.E.
KENMORE, WA 98028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Horzepa
36 Horizon Drive
Mendham, NJ 07945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. carol jagiello
91 wood pl
bloomingdale, NJ 07403
 



9732914284



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n kaluza
159 Las Vegas Rd
Orinda, CA 94563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kiera DeCanio
P.O. Box 306
Wells, NY 12190



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maude Dorr
725 Branch Avenue #315
Providence, RI 02904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glenn Yocum
1327 4th St.
Las Vegas, NM 87701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen McCarthy
32 South St
Marblehead, MA 01945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lazarus Boutis
122 Old Briarcliff Road
Briarcliff Manor, NY 10510-1109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bettina Stokes
12125 SE 13th St.
Bellevue, WA 98005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shelley deshotel
3340 N 80th dr
Phoenix, AZ 85033
 



(623) 849-4215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Wilscam
161 ast Main St  #12
Rockville, CT 06066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Megan Kearns
1612 Potomac Ave., SE
Washington, DC 20003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Hamrick
911 Robert st
Ruston, LA 72270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Gregory
9 Dahoon Ct. s.
homosassa, FL 34446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danielle Siler
106 Dixon Dr
Wintervill, GA 30683



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Staci Evans
2571 River plaza dr
Sacramento, CA 95833



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine McAuliffe
132 Elmont Road
Elmont, NY 11003-1639



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aubrey Wulfsohn
Warwick Place
Leamington spa, ot 325276
 



oo442088003145



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aubrey Wulfsohn
Warwick Place
Leamington spa, ot 325276
 



oo442088003145



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Drena LaPointe-Meyer
338 E Vaughn Avenue
Gilbert, AZ 85234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Robert Hurdelbrink
2402 Riverside Drive
Richmond, VA 23225
 



8046771124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Cartwright
29 Upper Idlewild Dr.
new castle, PA 16101
 



724 652 4197



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
aj pierre-louis
3493 middletown st
port charlotte, FL 33952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Smith
740 Schuylkill Road
Birdsboro, PA 19508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hester Goedhart
8 Homestead Court
Dayboro, ot 4521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Hult
401A County Road 2425 N
Mahomet, IL 61853



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shirley Smith
PO Box 253
Sound Beach, NY 11789
 



631-744-5031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Mark Fleeman
10 Lauren Loop
Sheridan, AR 72150



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JON NOGGLE
10 offshore court
BELLINGHAM, WA 98229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Grabowski
2141 Bonvue Dr.
Golden, CO 80401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vada Pinto
660 Woodland Ave.
San Leandro, CA 94577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Mandarino
406 Crestwood Court
Endwell, NY 13670



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruby Nelson
121 Shady Drive
Maumelle, AR 72113



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Wziontka
5221 La Taste
El Paso, TX 79924



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emma Shook
2854 Scarborough Rd.
Cleveland Hts., OH 44118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rick Larsen
612 Windsor st
Santa Cruz, CA 95062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Weissman
3 Kingston Road
Scarsdale, NY 10583



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
s l
3
0, NY 12345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Drake Bleiweiss
15570 Canna Way
westminster, CA 92683



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Bird
Depot Rd
Harwich, MA 02645



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Brewer
215 Dartmouth Dr
Rockwall, TX 75032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stuart Sunderman
4650 Sierra Madre Drive
Reno, NV 89502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Essmann
W5235 Church Rd
Fond du Lac, WI 54937



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Luke Ouradnik
1209 University Dr S
Fargo, ND 58103
 



701-238-3015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sabra Davis
1111 s cimarron rd #135
las vegas, NV 89117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Harland
PO Box 2080
Candler, NC 28715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andra Heide
2712 Southern Oaks drive
Cantonment, FL 32533
 



(850) 969-9435



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracey Rogers
9249 S Broadway
Littleton, CO 80129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Blake Bentley
2624 Westover Ave
Roanoke, VA 24015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Medvick
PO Box 764
Espanola, NM 87532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bridgett L Heinly
4440 Brindisi St
San Diego, CA 92107
 



(619) 221-2943



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Stewart
6124 Normawood Dr
Taylorsville, UT 84123-5207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. I. Seo
356 Seastone Street
Raleigh, NC 27603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Miles
1706 Traver Rd
Ann Arbor, MI 48105
 



203-508-4686



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorraine Luebben
1934 N. Harriman St.
Appleton, WI 54911



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Janet Rhodes
Speech-Language Pathologist
69859 Van Gogh Rd
Cathedral City, CA 92234



 
7606995750



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janel Brattland
1811 Key Blvd Apt 534
Arlington , VA 22201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim VanderLaanKimV
PO Box 1
Lakeland, FL 33813



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Galan
9805 SW 132nd Ct
Miami, FL 33186



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ben carpenter
oakland
oakland, CA 94608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Deborah Beck
400 Decatur Ave
Peekskill, NY 10566



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Deborah Beck
400 Decatur Ave
Peekskill, NY 10566



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriella Otero
109 Rapscallion Dr.
Orlando, FL 32828-8930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Plagge
59 Rt 47 N
Cape May Court House, NJ 08210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
***
The message below is prewritten and I fully agree with it. Nevada's water supply problems
are just like almost everywhere else there's a "water problem".  The "problem" is not a
shortage of supply but the problem lies in over-demand and waste. Draining more aquifers
now will only make sprawl and water waste increase and then when the water really does
disappear, the problem will be much, much worse.  Please don't be a sprawl and future
problem enabler and say "NO" to these drilling proposals.
 
Thanks - Paul Howard, Corvallis, Oregon.
***
 
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 



These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely, Paul Howard, Corvallis, Oregon.
 
Mr. Paul Howard
2777 SW Wake Robin Place
Corvallis, OR 97333-1606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gretchen May-Fendo
287 Glen Ridge Road
Fairfield, CT 06825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kaylen  Stagner
695 24th st #1
Oakland, CA 94612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret M Claypool
1063 Lake Dogwood Cir N
Eastover, SC 29044
 



803-353-2350



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
suzanne esquivel
1401 so magnolia ave
monrovia, CA 91016-5216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Cramer
17915 Fairway Dr
Cleveland, OH 44135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Harvey
Wayne
Akron, OH 44301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Michelsen
88 Erskine rd
Stamford, CT 06903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Stephen Damko
6942 E. Winding Oak Dr.
Middleburg Heights, OH 44130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shirley Rodman
606 Bruton Pl. S.
Greensboro, NC 27410-4660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Stewart
4615 37th St. N.
Arlington, VA 22207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
giovanna villani
sao paulo
São Paulo, ot 23039
 



(55) 3444556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Jerome
5027 Strain Ct.
El Paso, TX 79924



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
denise biccum
1455 7th ave south
virden, MB r0m 2c0
 



(204) 748-2625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DAVE BORKOWSKI
9098 DALE
REDFORD, MI 48239



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
leslie pinilla
227 vanderbilt ave
si, NY 10304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
N114 Debbie Cavataio
N114 W16776 Crown Drive
Germantown, WI 53022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Poopatanapong
4390 Melody Drive
Concord, CA 94521
 



909-594-3202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Lubin
10723 Queen Ave.
La Mesa, CA 91941
 



(619) 441-8202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Walker
29 Jefferson Street
Winthrop, MA 02152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monica Quijano
Kra 40 #16A31
Pasto, ot NA



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joan estes
24530 lakeview dr
canyon, TX 79015
 



214-549-1768



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dena Schwimmer
1227 S. Genesee Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Loren Hansen
311 Park Drive
Box 87
Kingsley, IA 51028





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JAne HIll
9728 Spring Lake Dr.
Clermont, FL 34711-7968



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margarite Salone
181 Matherville-Frostbridge Rd
Waynesboro, MS 39367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marshal McKitrick
5120  Elmer
Sacramento, CA 95822



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Bouyea
1601 Shoreline Hwy
Muir Beach, CA 94965



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lea Cahill
5 Felch Road
Florham Park, NJ 07932



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Nancy Heck
822 Speed St.
Santa Maria, CA 93454



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Shearle Furnish
6943 Knauf Road
Canfield, OH 44406-9762



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Armendarez
51-800 Avenida Montezuma
La Quinta, CA 92253



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shelli Drummer
2304 Island Dr. NW
Olympia, WA 98502-9751
 



360-866-1186



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan  Mosgofian
18055 Mulberry Ave
Sonoma, CA 94947



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cynthia R Anstey
77 walter road
Chalfont, PA 18914
 



(215) 997-2732



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
roy adsit
po box 6494
portland, OR 97228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Wilmot
39262 CLOVERLEAF ST
Harrison Township, MI 48045-1733



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
roy adsit
po box 6494
portland, OR 97228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allison Brown
755 Poli St Unit E
Ventura, CA 93001
 



805-807-4120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ghida Banat
510 E. 3rd street
Pomona, CA 91766



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Myers
112 E Pocahontas Lane
Kansas City, MO 64114
 



913-234-1821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Judith Peter
2184 Pellam Blvd
Port Charlotte, FL 33948



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy Chapin
1050 Davis N.W.
Grand Rapids, MI 49504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bonnie kohleriter
442 red wing
alamo, CA 94507
 



(925) 743-0773



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Kane
1229 N. Mansfield Ave. #206
Hollywood, CA 90038
 



805-452-8138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eleanor Fox
406 E. 80th St.
New York, NY 10075



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
diana erazo
calle 23d #72-38 apto 503 T6
bogota, ot 0571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike McDonald
11 Cemetery St
Plains, PA 18705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I wholeheartedly agree with this well written letter by the Ctr for Biodiversity so I'm signing
on. 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Stephanie Eastwood
 
Ms. Stephanie Eastwood



10756 Trotter Rd
Argyle, WI 53504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenniffer Castro
299 Thomas Rd.
Woodland, ME 04736



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Swiger
105 E Tinkham Ave
Ludington, MI 49431-1480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Trumbull
201 E.  Maumee  ST.  APT.  300
Adrian, MI 49221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nadia  Lancy
480 John Wesley Dobbs Ave. NE Unit 429
Unit 429
Atlanta, GA 30312



 
678-595-6168



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Anderson
2131 Alta Street
Los Angeles, CA 90031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LAURA JUSZAK
6346 BUDLONG LAKE AVE
SAN DIEGO, CA 92119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals living there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable
means of meeting water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Caswell
839 Post St. #208
San Francisco, CA 94109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mil haki
4758 bayard
san diego, CA 92109
 



9162182927



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Deacy
744 Claremore Drive
West Palm beach, FL 33401
 



561-602-3219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Pendrey
309 Riverside Rd.
Oak View, CA 93022
 



805-649-8631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rik Deskin
10413 NE 124th St
KIRKLAND, WA 98034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Martin
227 Walker Avenue
Clarendon Hills, IL 60514
 



630-654-9940



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Abramowitz
2678 Ocean Ave.
Brooklyn, NY 11229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gerald kempf
63407 E Desert highland Drive
Tucson, AZ 85739



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Caitlin Stuart
1001 S. Kingston St., #61
Aurora, CO 80012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kirsten Bilderaya
69 Prairie Dr
Brighton, CO 80601
 



303-654-9662



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tristan Sophia
PO Box 361
Deer Lodge, MT 59722



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. m. canter
167 Blackfield Dr.
Tiburon, CA 94920



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jan conley
7177 e lake blvd
lake nebagamon, WI 54849
 



(715) 374-2088



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Cynthia Hull
3415 Ciniza Drive
Gallup, NM 87301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Reuben Wade
715 South 7th Street
Phila, PA 19147



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvia Schneider
2151 Larkspur Ave.
Estes Park, CO 80517



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Janeiro
400 Paloma Ave
Pacifica, CA 94080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Miller
3285 East Fox Run Way
San Diego, CA 92111-7746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jo Wiest
557 esplanade
Lafayette, LA 70508
 



(337) 504-3498



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Madge Miller
14341 Clarissa Lane
Tustin, CA 92780



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
E.R. Lee
1413 Edgewood Circle
Lufkin, TX 75904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Neil, CSJ
1853 Eastern Parkway
Schenectady, NY 12309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randy Harper
815 Midland Ave
Manitou Springs, CO 80829
 



16702356287



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Laham
5714 Pebble Springs Drive
Houston, TX 77066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Wallis
890 Fulton Crescent
Carnelian Bay, CA 96140-



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth McMahon
820 S Washington St APT A228
Alexandria, VA 22314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan Lewis
438 King George Ave
Roanoke, VA 24016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bethany Hurley
414 Oak Street
Charlottesville, VA 22903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven L Tracy
1118 Heatherloch Dr.
Gastonia, NC 28054
 



(704) 853-0654



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Max Bustos
3762 Stage Rd
Concord, VA 24538



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ryan master
1424 tunbridge rd
lynchburg, VA 24501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stuart Bentley
150 Mill Lane
Christiansburg, VA 24073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Petra Murdoch
677 Pollock Drive
Brinnon, WA 98320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Spiegelman
82-30 233 St
Queens Village, NY 11427



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexis Claar
2027 Covey Court
Harrisburg, PA 17110-3665
 



7176719270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Weiner
1626 Wilcox Ave 304
Los Angeles, CA 90028-6206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sara taylor
48 pinkham rd
lee, NH 03861



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Trevor Ycas
15722 West 1st Dr
C101
Golden, CO 80401





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol leighton
3820 campbell
kansas city, MO 64109
 



8165313772



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mona Cardell
1618 Rose Glen Rd
Havertown, PA 19083-1810



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Rose
556 denali dr
kelowna, BC v1v2p6
 



mikerose2@hotmail.com



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Bautista
622 West 138th Street
New York, NY 10031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Margaret Herten
16002 Woodbury Avenue
Cleveland, OH 44135-4230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
corine johnson
6711 27th ave. nw
seattle, WA 98117
 



206-276-4964



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Hawley
1629 Canterbury Cir
Birmingham, AL 35243



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Cerra
3508 Dupont Ave. #8
Minneapolis, MN 55408
 



8052848579



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. david berger
728 7th st
lyle, WA 98635



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Felsovanyi
4 Bishop Lane
Menlo Park, CA 94025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
vicki caraway
4125 Central
weed, CA 96094
 



7073765772



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gale Green
1370 1/2 Williamson St. #3
Madison, WI 53703-4840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Nicholas
45 Oak Hill Terrace
Penfield, NY 14526-2312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paula phillips
1 john dye rway
doylestown, PA 18902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr David Chervek
10847 Lavinia Drive
Saint Louis, MO 63123
 



314-270-3436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. kelly Hurlbut
786 N canyon terrace
Flagstaff, AZ 86002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
E. Lehuanani Phillips
23502 Magic Mtn Pkwy #1505
Valencia, CA 91355



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Johnnson
905 Hilltop Blvd
McHenry, IL 60050
 



8157591828



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcie  Perskin
36-38 194 st
flushing, NY 11358
 



718 359-7375



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Philiben
1114 SE Palmwood Ct.
Bend, OR 97702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anita Ferguson
620 N. James
Guymon, OK 73942



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rhonda lawford
855 e pine bluff rd
morris, IL 60450
 



815-823-6812



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joyce britcher
1840 sw 118th ave
miramar, FL 33025-5627



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M Dorris
Gen Del
Dinosaur, CO 81610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Ann Stevning-Roe
209 S Columbus Dr.
MArshfield, WI 54449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Peggie Kirkpatrick
5260 Via Geraldina
Yorba Linda, CA 92886-4529



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gaia Larsen
320 6th NE
Washington, DC 20002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hope Wang
181 Moylan Court
Newington, CT 06111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valerie G Steil
734 Old Suman Road
Valparaiso, IN 46383
 



(219) 464-1921



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen Gibson
3335 S. Hamilton Ave
Chicago, IL 60608
 



773-890-1728



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
denise willis
239 n st augustine
pulaski, WI 54162



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David  fura
2536 west tanya rd
Phoenix , AZ 85085



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Clark
1153 W Glenlord Rd Lot 68
St Joseph, MI 49085



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dan snowberger
1113 w. sunset dr.
sioux falls, SD 57105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Geri Metz
P.O. Box 985
Mount Shasta, CA 96067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Kawszan
19206 Holly Shade Ct.
Spring, TX 77379



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rod boyd
6733 Old Mill Ct
North Richland Hills, TX 76182



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Johni Prinz
567 Point Brown Ave SW
Ocean Shores, WA 98569



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Geraldine Liermann
311 Montoya St Apt 1
Taos, NM 87571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristin Reed
681 47th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Godfrey Little
25782 Holly View Dr. #4
Seaford, DE 19973
 



302-540-5742



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sam Haleem
16213 debra
Oak forest, IL  60452



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Rotcher
24542 Tarazona
Mission Viejo, CA 92692



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jess Behrens
917 Southwest Blvd., Apt. O
Jefferson City, MO 65109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wesley McMurrian
2506 261st Ct NE
Redmond, WA 98053



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kathy Brown
58 Oakwood Ave
Summertown, TN 38483
 



931-964-0002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Is this the reason the BLM is rounding up ALL the wild horses and burros and putting them
in holding pens at taxpayers expense?????????????
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Honor Hannon



POBox 1258
Sebastopol, CA 95473



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Robinson
19725 River Rd., #65
Gladstone, OR 97027-2252



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Sandra Nealon
735 Balboa Ave.
Laguna Beach, CA 92651
 



(949) 290-2222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Ritchie McLain
322 Albert Avenue
Lakewood, NJ 08701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Ritchie McLain
322 Albert Avenue
Lakewood, NJ 08701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katharine Beisner
2702 Twin Oaks Dr.
Austin, TX 78757
 



(512) 708-9407



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Megan Smith
1256 Forest Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94301
 



(626) 476-3265



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irvin Pfab
320 E Washington St 11 C
Iowa City, IA 52240-3937



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Cunningham
641 North Trezevant St
Memphis, TN 38112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Anderson
1000 Springfield Ave
Deerfield, IL 60015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Councilman
8801 Westmoreland Lane
St Louis Park, MN 55426-1936



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rod boyd
6733 Old Mill Ct
North Richland Hills, TX 76182



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Becker
2514 Sharmar Rd.
Roanoke, VA 24018-2625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melvin Bautista
P.O. Box 1038
St. Michaels, AZ 86511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Harvey Kaiser
50 Mohonk Rd
City, NY 12440



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Martin
485 Mountain Home Rd.
Woodside, CA 94062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Kelly
6493 Cooper St.
Felton, CA 95018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alys Granados
15 heathwood crt.
Cambridge, ON N1R 7W1
 



519 740 6581



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Bower
HC1 Box 1033
Sonoita, AZ 85637
 



520 885-3505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yvonne Wootten
7117 Huron Ave
Lexington, MI 48450



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Woersching
13535 Brightstone Street
Wellington, FL 33414-8902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Habegger
10083 Grinding Rock Dr.
Grass Valley, CA 95949



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ANDRA ADDIS
6039 N TALMAN AVE
CHICAGO, IL 60659-4010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caroline Phelan
102 Parkspring Drive
Cary, NC 27519



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rick Burk
5410 Heatherdowns APT 7
Toledo, OH 43614-4645
 



419-870-6360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bridget Mann
6595 Blue Cut Road
Newark, NY 14513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. James H H Jorgensen
Retired
4207 Westbrook Drive
Ames, IA 50014-3472



 
515-233-6175



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Silverman
5012 Elm St Apt 4
Bethesda, MD 20814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wilbur Hayter
P.O. Box 23123
San Jose, CA 95153
 



(408) 578-5079



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cali Estrada
12708 5th ave
Victorville, CA 92395



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Schmonsees
61037 Sky Harbor Dr
Bend, OR 97702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carl Veaux
3705 SE 3rd PL
Cape Coral, FL 33904
 



239-549-7265



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Hennessy
145 N. 14th St.
San Jose, CA 95112-6211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nancy grossi
5625 ventura canyon ave
Van Nuys, CA 91401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michele von kampen
6348 n 7th ave 19
phoenix, AZ 85013
 



6022618768



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Biro
275 E Gun Hill Road
Bronx, NY 10467-2236
 



(718) 654-3689



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sharla KEITH
20760 sw zurich ct
aloha, OR 97007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lise Weil
P.O. Box 70
Montague, MA 01351



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Uphoria Blackham
2924 Dallas Street NE
Albuquerque, NM 87110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Albert Benzaquen
123 GreenwoodDr
N.Massapequa, NY 11758
 



516-390-4343



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Collin Hein
23615 Town Creek Drive
Lexington Park, MD 20653



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Skaret
153 Riverton Rd
Riverton, CT 06065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacqueline Rouff
1633 Shepard Road
Glencoe, MO 63038
 



(636) 273-5385



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alicia Paravola
3643 N. Mozart Street
Chicago, IL 60618-4604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dianna Wood
21504 Mountain Drive
Tehachapi, CA 93561
 



661-822-7662



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Hedrick
68 Belvedere Rd
Nobleboro, ME 04555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Patricia Schmitz
914 W. Moreland Blvd.
Waukesha, WI 53188



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerry Walsh
26 Hillcrest Ave
Brewster, NY 10509



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Campbell
448 Roe
Plymouth, MI 48170



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
leon christensen
2330 E 2162 n
Richfield, UT 84701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colette Flake-Bunz
84-12 35th Ave. Apt 2A
Jackson Heights, NY 11372-5453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Rivers
4011 Florentine Dr
Longmont, CO 80503-6483



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Hood
5622 NE 7th Ave
Portland, OR 97211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriel Dunsmith
8 Muirfield Drive
Arden, NC 28704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Taylor
411 Birch Ave
Sultan, WA 98294



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Ngo
3624 Whittlers
West Covina, CA 91792



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Megan Bornman
6 Clifford Road Chancliff
Chancliff
Mogale, ot 1751





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Vieira
2323 Shasta Drive, #60
Davis, CA 95616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Pittman
P O Box 374
103 Ary Road
Datil, NY 87821



 
(575) 772-5866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Coulston
10603 Sagetree Drive
Houston, TX 77089



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. This seems to me a very short sighted plan.  Why would we pump our
water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvia Danielson
906 E. John St. #504
Seattle, WA 98102





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Schill
1760 Spring Branch Rd.
SPRING BRANCH , TX 78070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export fifty seven billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by two hundred feet; one hundred ninety-two thousand-plus acres
of prime Great Basin shrubland habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to
dryland grasses and annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara
mustard. Eight thousand acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with three hundred
ten springs and one hundred twenty-five miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Bickmore
Map maker
1744 Sundance Drive



Reston, VA 20194
 
214-883-7871



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Lane
2702 Blucher Valley Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
madelaine moir
233 riverside road
Sequim, WA 98382



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
julie kramer
1288 church
san francisco, CA 94114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
It is clear that this pipeline is a terrible idea.  Please, please, deny this application.
 
I thank you in advance for your time and consideration.
 
Sincerely,
 



Allan Fix
1305 Solano Apt G
Albany, CA 94706
 
(510) 559-9153



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Cummins
13 Sidlaw St  Smithfield
Cairns, ot 4878
 



0408986938



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rose Iacovitti
8 Sunny PL
Walden, NY 12586



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Mason
301 North Wilson Avenue
Morehead, KY 40



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy Stewart
13580 Tollgate Rd.
Pickerington, OH 43147



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ward Hinds MD
3301 115th Ave SE
Snohomish, WA 98290



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The devastation inflicted on the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there,
should the Southern Nevada Water Authority be granted its request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada, is appalling
to contemplate. Pumping water from the Great Basin  to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth there would threaten the survival of many species in the region and
would lower the water table in the Great Basin by 200 feet. The effects on wetlands, rivers,
springs would be disastrous.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, that's you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds
that the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being
diverted. How can this water diversion be deemed "environmentally sound"? The term is
not defined in the statute but surely to find Nevada's diversion from the Great Basin aquifer
environmentally sound would be absurd in the face of such damaging consequences
.
These applications constitute a threat to the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern
Nevada and western Utah. I urge that you deny the authority's water-right applications
based on the severe and environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. Let Nevada
instead practice increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mattie Rudinow
19328 Osenda Court
Sonoma, CA 85476-5998



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Stacey Reed
5300 Plomondon st. #A3
apt O-235
Vancouver, WA 98661





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Engardio
12628 Riata Road
Lower Lake, CA 95457
 



(707)350-1389



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Lou Young-Holt
Star Route 1, Box 75, 7145 La Honda Road
La Honda, CA 94020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
helen mcgrail
72 bogota st
staten island, NY 10314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ayesha Vavrek
2531 Regent St.
Berkeley, CA 94704
 



510-841-5814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Boon Yeong Goh
Singapore
Singapore, ot 730507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Carll
1673 Paula Dr.
Honolulu, HI 96816
 



808.735.4128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. David McGlocklin
2702 Cadiz Street
Davis, CA 95616
 



530-757-1244



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rick Brigham
PO Box 586
Douglas, MI 49406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Fite
P.o. Box 1766
Lutz, FL 33548



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lily Jean
2341 Creekwood ct
Santa rosa, CA 95409



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. janet McMillan
3336 N Saffron
Mesa, AZ 85215
 



(602) 505-8310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorree Gardener Milne
9810 Dempsey Lane SW
Olympia, WA 98512
 



(360-)534-0357



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann  L Gray
3220 River Villa Way  Condo 162
Melbourne Beach, FL 32951
 



(321) 676-3871



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Crowther
RR 4 Box 4084
Dalton, PA 19414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there.  I am not a resident of Nevada, but I have relatives there and feel a
connection to the state.  I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for considering my comments.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dianne Ensign



11600 SW Lancaster Rd
Portland, OR 97219-7655



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael King
51 Hillandale Dr.
Staunton, VA 24401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Judith K Canepa
Community Organizer
716 E 11th St #2P
New York, NY 10009-4234



 
(917) 534-1193



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
george yntema
61 vernon rd
bolton, CT 06043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fernando Severi
PO Box 591
Anahola, HI 96703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anderson Howington
1327 Old Hoods Mill Road
Commerce, GA 30529



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ANDREW SUTPHIN
236 VIA COLINAS
WESTLAKE VILLAGE, CA 91362
 



1234567890



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Cutler
po box 131
Yachats, OR 97498
 



(541) 547-3278



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a water quality professional, I truly believe that this water grab is a terrible idea both
economically and environmentally.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zack Blumberg



450 Chateau Dr
Carson City, NV 89701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie McCarthy
188 Hare St
Phillips, ME 04966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marian Linda Perry
4103 NW 18th Place
Gainesville, FL 32605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ANDREW SUTPHIN
236 VIA COLINAS
WESTLAKE VILLAGE, CA 91362
 



1234567890



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
So what happens when the aquifer runs dry? And what is the benefit of allowing inbridled
growth in a desert environment?
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Gintzler



5241 W James Ln
Creswood, IL 60445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Miller
1226 Trail Ct.
Mukwonago, WI 53149



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Sennello
91A Rubicon Circle North
Zephyr Cove, NV 89448-0862
 



775 580-7428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrice Mutchnick
emerald drive
silver city, NM 88061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kourtney Startin
902 E. Pine Tree dr.
Spokane, WA 99208
 



509-279-3779



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Jerinicm@yahoo.com
263 Big Horn Drive
Boulder City, NV 89005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shanda Morton
220 Shady Brook Ln
Ringgold, GA 30736



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Brown
3701 Glendon Ave 3
Los Angeles, CA 90034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel  Villaume
2018 Shattuck Ave #145
Berkeley, CA 94704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel  Villaume
2018 Shattuck Ave #145
Berkeley, CA 94704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kerry Altenbernd
431 Forrest Avenue
Lawrence, KS 66044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kirstin Litchfield
3118 SE 8th Ave
POrtland, OR 97202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Boland
43-980 Nmailimili Ln
Paauilo, HI 96776



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
christine sellick
609 w 6 mile rd
sault ste marie, MI 49783



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Uri Ron
3400 Ave of the Arts J311
Costa Mesa, CA 92626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brel Froebe
1667 Jerrold Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Uebele
875 Bollen Circle
Gardnerville, NV 89460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elizabeth spurgeon
1283 centerville lanr
gardnerville, NV 89410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susan rosen
6247 Sunnyslope Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heidi Daley
2120 Primrose Ln.
Naperville, IL 60565-2874



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eddie Cheek
949 Broad st.
Bristol, TN 37620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. gina wiese
3236 10th ave s
minneapolis, MN 55407



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. marita mayer
12 austin ave.
san anselmo, CA 94960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andy Carman
231 Sunset Avenue
Santa Cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
D. Stevens
P.O. box 1182
Gig Harbor, WA 98335



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Sims
513 Pecan
Azle, TX 76020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James D D Johnson
7360 Woodshire Rd
Memphis, TN 38125-2752
 



(901) 754-9879



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeannine Denning
333 W Dayton St  1601
Madison, WI 53703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. James H. H Fitch
PO Box 26566
Overland Park, KS 66225
 



(913) 735-7381



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
R.Ph. Shari Zaloski
697 Ferguson Rd.
Holliday, TX 76366



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorraine Moore
138 Crofton Ave.
San Antonio, TX 78210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Connors
4127 East 43rd Street
Tulsa, OK 74135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Gordon
268 Arlington St
San Francisco, CA 94131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hiteh Soneji
34A Cumberland St
San Francisco, CA 94110
 



4122217458



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Berny Lottner
Meininger 24
cologne, ot 51103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Geiger
17327 Lime Kiln Road
Crescent, IA 51526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Fish
PO Box 4862
Greensboro, NC 27404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
deborah  van damme
p.o. box 23
vermillion, SD 57069
 



210-722-9195



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stephanie villasenor
po box 1695
aptos, CA 95001
 



831.662.2317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roland Wilhelmy
P.O. Box 2448
Rancho Santa Fe, CA 92067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Schuyler Kent
505 Lorraine Blvd
Los Angeles , CA 90020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claire Brown
600 Weakley Lane, No. 402
Smyrna, TN 37167
 



615-220-5565



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Della Coburn
#2 Boathouse Point
Kasaan, AK 99950-0340



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Finley
14 E. Valerio St. Apt. 1
Santa Barbara, CA  93101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shomays Dadfar
318 Landsburg Lane
College Station, TX 77845
 



(979) 402-6091



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Desrosiers
no snail mail
Reston, VA 20191-3236
 



5712288876



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Reynolds
502 Russell St.
Madison, WI 53704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darnel LOGAN
1667 Descost Apt a
palm bay, FL 32909



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
june maselbas
79 Frances Ave
Larkspur, CA 94939



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jim m
5 wilkins dr
Lyle, WA 98635



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan K Vadivia
3750 W Spinnaker Lane
Tucson, AZ 85742
 



(520) 744-2642



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheila N.
141 Buckner St.
Jacksboro, TX 76458



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Stanberry
PO Box 468
Asheville, NC 28802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Benjamin Oppenheim
14120 sw 72ndavenue
Palmetto Bay, FL 33158-1359



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leila Huebner
150 Forest road
Nelson, ot 3292
 



08 8738 4037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Kubrin
5241 Wendell Lane
Sebastopol, CA 95472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jewels stratton
2233 powell st
san francisco, CA 94133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Feehan
2086B Admiral Ct
Tallahassee, FL 32308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kristin hook
1906 jackson st.  #14
oakland, CA 94612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wade Jacoby
1734 Pine Lane
Provo, UT 84604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
June Alexander
745 Racquet Club Circle
Rohnert Park, CA 94928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Iskra
7205 Dayton Ave N
Seattle, WA 98103
 



(206) 420-7541



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherina Hume
2170 3rd ave NE
Reynolds, ND 58275



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thalia Ayoub
10115 jeffreys st 2049
Las Vegas, NV 89183



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irene Kane
730 Canyon Oaks Dr #D
Oakland, CA 94605
 



(510) 969-5756



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Harvey
1517 East 17th Street
Oakland, CA 94606
 



510-536-4621



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of
water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada is untenable. Why would
we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you, the
state engineer, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted. In
this case irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction,
as documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact
statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlene M Woodcock
2355 Virginia Street
Berkeley, CA 94709-1315
 
(510) 843-8724



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Sagatelian
640 S. Lake Avenue
Pasadena, CA 91106
 



626-795-8528



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Rummana Khawaja
408 Welsh Park
Lexington, KY 40510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
D. Susan Tanner
3295 Mineral Bluff Hwy
Mineral Bluff, FL 30559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Marilyn Webb
4522 36th Ave W
Seattle, WA 98199
 



(206) 285-3672



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
vincent Puleo
987 berntzen
Eugene, OR 97402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Dittrich
918 NE 10th Street
Grants Pass, OR 97526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Meredith Finnigan
1553 Garden Glen Way
San Jose, CA 95125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denee Scribner
1113 E 2nd Ave
Ellensburg, WA 98926
 



509 933 2550



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Conrad
P. O. Box536
Putnam, CT 06260



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marisa Greene
4846 Huntwood Path
Manlius, NY 13104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Yearout
9004 Vernon Rd
Lake Stevens, WA 98258



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. D. Williamson
458 Lloyd Ave
San Leandro, CA 94578



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Mills
2020 Cortez Street
Needles, CA 92363



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss Cori Bishop
PO Box 61663
Honolulu, HI 96839
 



3526159416



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. John R Donaldson
4559 N DeWitt
Fresno, CA 93727-7160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Emma Davey
bookshop manager
9/6 May St
Elwood, ot 3184





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Schuch
1239 Highridge Parkway
Westchester, IL 60154



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. james roberts
p.o. box 5821
sugarloaf, CA 92386



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheri Opp
5315 Sandburg Dr
Sacramento, CA 95819
 



(916)736-1954



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Addie Streeter
2028 N.E. 19th Ave
Portland, OR 97212-4530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Swayze
6663 Rhodes Ave.
Placerville, CA 95667



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Olmsted
240 West Charleston Road
Palo Alto, CA 94306
 



(650) 493-3468



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Paul Norup
1043 K Street
Crescent City, CA 95531-2710
 



707 954-2780



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Matt Richardson, PT, DPT
1855 Green St
San Francisco, CA 94123
 



(415) 577-7080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Miller
916 N. 23rd St.
Allentown, PA 18104-3604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Las Vegas has no right to destroy the Great Basin.  This water pipeline cannot be built.
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Kleiman
1704 Corona Dr



Austin, TX 78723



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Grimson
4367 Green Valley Rd.
Fairfield, CA 94534



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Burchard
33 Meernaa Ave.
Fairfax, CA 94930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margean Kastner
1767 Robin Knoll Ct.
St. Louis, MO 63146



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Mark Friendship
1027 Santa Cruz Way
Rohnert Park, CA 94928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lindsey Shere
7500 Eastside Rd.
Healdsburg, CA 95448
 



(707) 838-1465



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gwen Hillman
2 May Street
randburg, ot 21490



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Loretta Goldenberg
27277 Gasparilla Dr
Bonita Springs, FL 34135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniela Maroni
via verona 9
mantova, ot 46100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Silverman
4925 Sunnyslope Ave
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelsey Baker
9 Driftwood ave
Novato, CA 94945
 



4155996672



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Branch
235 Lexington Ave.
Astoria, OR 97103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Professor of Acc John L Varga
21331 Veleta Circle
Huntington Beach, CA 92648
 



(714) 969-7713



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marianela Valladares
3470 Cannon Pl.  Apt G13
Bronx, NY 10463



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Herde
12305 Golden Given Rd E
Tacoma, WA 98445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Forester
667 Waupelani Drive
State College, PA 16801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Ekstrom
3903 York Avenue
Farnhamville, IA 50538



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Alders
555 McCarty Avenue
Mountain View, CA 94041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Connie Hodges
8712 Saddlehorn Drive
Irving, TX 75063



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brittany Campbell
1773 S Garth Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Giordani
7201 Lennox Avenue #314
Van Nuys, CA 91405
 



8189045865



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ashley Eagle-Gibbs
16 Florence Ave.
San Anselmo , CA 94960
 



415-305-5209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Marsha Lloyd
932 Hermosa Ave
Ridgecrest, CA 93555
 



(760) 446-3469



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Yurcho
114 Chinaberry Lane
Collegeville, PA 19426-2892



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
PENNY NICHOLS
16566 BUTTS CANYON ROAD
MIDDLETOWN, CA 95461



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Miller
916 N. 23rd St.
Allentown, PA 18104-3604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norma Goodman
404 Grand St.
Brooklyn, NY 11211-4610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Randall Gloege
343 North Rimroad
Billings, MT 59102
 



(406) 248-8161



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Rivas
PO Box 45
Aztec, NM 87410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ellen walsh
404 Bear Drive
GULF BREEZE, FL 32561



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fabiola Velasco
307 N. Singingwood, #14
Orange, CA 92869



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jayna Sheats
244 Webster St
Palo Alto, CA 94301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
B. Thomas Diener
405 Zena Lona Street Northeast, Unit E
Albuquerque, NM 87123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Pendry
756 Buena Vista Drive
Watsonville, CA 95076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Brown
160 Keonekai Rd 10-201
Kihei, HI 96753



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Lang
11, Aeppelwee
Schrassig, ot 5364



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charo Garcia
San Jose
Madrid, ot 28001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristen Rice
771 73rd street Unit 5
Marathon, FL 33050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
m p
po box 174
camp verde, AZ 86326



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. John Robbins
921 Campbell Ave.,
Los Altos, CA 94024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tammy Jones
2925 Edinburg dr
Norman, OK 73071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
SVEVA GRAMMATICO
via celico, 27
ROME, ot 00128
 



0039065082459



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Stefano Stronati
Employee
Bracciano
Rome, Italy, ot 00062





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
global warming Sandra Doran
South l street
1256
Tacoma, wash, WA 98418



 
34562896



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hiroko Jones
440 Davis Ct. 2220
San Francisco, CA 94111
 



415-391-1905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie Rowell
7051 Broken Oak Drive
St. Louis, MO 63129
 



3148464543



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Drop
egge 1
Albrandswaard, ot 3171DE



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Connie Colina
4512 Cliffstone Cove
Austin, TX 78735-6610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elke Raab
1206 Fell St Apt A
San Francisco, CA 94117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Wiley
1915 Orr Ln
Eugene, OR 97405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arika Grace-Kelly
9240 N. Calhoun Ave.
Portland, OR 97203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel de Rougemont
1928 1/2 Kent Street
Los Angeles, CA 90026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Gorsline
1700 York Ave
New York, NY 10128
 



212 777 5878



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Neahle Madden, R.N.
3656 Evergreen Road
Santa Rosa, CA 95405
 



(707) 235-1672



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amber Seber
PO BOX 493008
keaau, HI 96749



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Donovan
14 Holly Ave
Narara NSW 2250 Australia, ot 2250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Wright
177 E. Quincy St.
Riverside, IL 60546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ginger Neimo
Adelaide
Adelaide, ot 5072



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gaby Zimmermann
Schlossbergstr. 24
Romanshorn, ot 85900



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cami Leonard
2100 N
Goodyear, AZ 85395



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth J. Asnicar
PO Box 941
Lyons, CO 80540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ioseba Amatriain Losa
Felipe de Arin, 9
Andosilla, ot 31261



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Paterson
PO Box 409
Taftsville, VT 05073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cory laverdure
p.o box 45284
seattle, WA 98105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chiara Testi
Via Nazionale  980
S. Gemignano di Moriano Lucca, ot 55100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Lance
2711 Anuenue St.
Honolulu, HI 96822-1604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mariangela Monterisi
via del Carro, 38
Bisceglie, ot 70052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Priscilla lane
2230 e. elderberry st.
pahrump, NV 89048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am a Mechanical Design Draughtsman from the United Kingdom.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Cardwell
27 Chalfont Court



Hayfields
Knutsford, ot wa16 8le



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M Mussche
teacher
Brug
Leuven, ot 3001
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Water is now, and will continue to be a precious resource. If a resource is depleted, the
effects are widespread, eventually leading to scarcity for humans, since the system that
renews the water supply will be irreversibly changed. Please look to the future and require
that users first put in place those requirements that result in less water waste, recapture of
rainwater and runoff, and other less costly, effective, and sustainable measures.
 
  I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 



 
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Bartley
1616 Art School Rd
Chester Springs, PA 19425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denis DellaLoggia
416 Milmar Road
Wilmington, DE 19804
 



302-998-6100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sasha Bokova
Presslova 194
Ricany, ot 25101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
estelle algava
15 place de la republique
Vermelles, ot 62980
 



0661376165



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dale Hug
564 Cornelius Dr
Green Bay, WI 54311



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fabio Schiassi
Via dell'Uccellino 18
Bologna, ot 40141



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrizia Petrolati
Via dell'Uccellino 18
Bologna, ot 40141



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chiara Testi
Via Nazionale  980
S. Gemignano di Moriano Lucca, ot 55100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Terry Weinberg
80-25 Parsons Blvd.
Apt. A25
Jamaica, NY 11432





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alberto Petrolati
Via dell'Uccellino 18
Bologna, ot 40141



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betsy Adams
P.O. Box 296
Dexter, MI 48130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Weinstein
29 Kathleen Dr
Willimantic, CT 06226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Rose
518 South 3rd Street
Martins Ferry, OH 43935



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bernard wolski
franzstr.
munich, ot 80000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eva Schmelzer
Graf-Adolf-Str. 79
Duesseldorf, ot 40210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Bochenek
226 Diamond Hill Rd
Delmar, NY 12054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Johnston
42 Massachusetts Ave.
Warwick, RI 02888
 



4017397617



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Wright-Stover
1000 Urlin Avenue #219
Columbus, OH 43212-3363



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carlo Zucchi
Via Tettamanti 14
Como, ot 22100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M. Sc. Andro Štambnuk
Put Supavla 21
Split, ot 21000
 



021/391621



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Temple Weste
POB 110
Hilo, HI 96721-0110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Cole
1000 Sutter Street
San Francisco, CA 94109
 



((21) 2) --59- ext. 5-5577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Antuna
6416A 15th Ct.
Elmendorf AFB, AK 99506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shaun Schneier
B1 The Water Club Beach Road Mouille Point
Cape Town, ot 8005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Omar Hossain
3, Kenton Lane,
Newcastle upon Tyne, ot NE3 3BQ



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Rohling
1357 N. 7th St. Apt. A
Murphysboro, IL 62966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Gregory Esteve
3655 North Scenic Highway
Lake Wales, FL 33898
 



863 676 8015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Meredith Sampson
27 Park Avenue
Old Greenwich, CT 06870



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
revathi ananthakrishnan
3 Everett St, 3
Cambridge, MA 02128
 



908-240-9647



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bettina Lorenz
Am Sielsee 5
Rhede, ot 26899



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katja Deiters
6 Battersea Square
6 Battersea Sq.
London, ot SW11 3RA





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shannon Mclean
22817 E Morris Rd
Newman Lake, WA 99025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
fernanda dittborn
monseñor escriva de balaguer 14784
NONE
santiago, ot none





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
wilbert fifield
5015 forest lake place
columbia, SC 29206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Clayton
119 Kings Hwy
Westhampton, MA 01027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Toini Lindberg
Vansovagen 50
Stockholm, ot S-12540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stacey Davies
Johnson Road
emersonsgreen
Bristol, ot BS16 7JD





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
margo wyse
6086  hwy.152
san lorenzo, NM 88041
 



575   597-0012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Singleton
841 Stage Street
Marion, VA 24354



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brent Hepner
720 Pennsylvania Ave.
Norfolk, VA 23508-2839



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lucy Howard
2400 Castleton Rd
Darlington, MD 21034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roland Bruegger
16608 East 2nd Ave
Aurora, CO 80011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Chappell
81 Clove Valley Road
High Falls, NY 12440



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa Beutel
234 S. Grant Ave.
Congers, NY 10920



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Isabella Cooper
403 Holmes Ct., NW
Vienna, VA 22180



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
natasza swacha
f
krakow, ot 31060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kay LIPMAN
Avignon 53
Newport Coast, CA 92657
 



0496 244 244



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Todd Loveless
7506 Mason Court
Middletown, MD 21769



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Omar Siddique
4517 Rebecca Court
Ellicott City, MD 21043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Director Enid Norris
5 Briar Brae Road
Stamford, CT 06903
 



203-322-4133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie  Cavalca
1201 Old Baltimore Pike
Newark, DE 19702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Walter Bruun
518 Kenilworth Ave.
Glen Ellyn, IL 60137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Jennings
221 Blackhawk Road
Highland Park, IL 60035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Jennings
221 Blackhawk Road
Highland Park, IL 60035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Uribe
4418 Mesquite St
Houston, TX 77093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ken bush
PO Box 2554
CDA, ID 83816
 



(208) 699-7888



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Hougham
4001 WHougham Rd
 Trafalgar, IN 46181



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Deborah Ahlers
8244 Sand Dollar Drive
Windsor, CO 80528
 



9703772745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Storrs
P.O.Box 872
Woodland Park, CO 80866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
laura semboli
via dell'abate 33 ponte a bozzone
PONTE A BOZZONE
SIENA, ot 53019





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Hill
3436 londonderry court
Roanoke, VA 24018
 



5407157491



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ivo Müller
Goethestr. 4
Villingen, ot 78048
 



((00) 4) -977- ext. 2151700



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances Freeman
Holcombe Rogus
Wellington, ot TA21 0NE



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Kenyon
403 W 46th
Kansas City, MO 64112
 



816-531-6239



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roseann DiVicino
7528 High Pines Court
Port Richey, FL 34668



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MARY Bondarewicz
2896 w, riverwalk cr. #101a
Littleton, CO 801238929



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Walker
21670 Tulane Ave
Farmington Hills, MI 48336



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Scott Whitener
21 Buffa Drive
Somerset, NJ 08873-2752



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emey Johnston
306 Brookside Drive
New London, NH 03257



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I was once a resident of Reno, where my first child was born. So even though I'm an Ohio
voter, now residing in Greece, I still keep an eye on events in Nevada.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen  Lee



425 Broadmeadows Blvd
Columbus, OH 43214 1082



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie  Booton
620 Brittany Bay East
Raleigh, NC 27614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen Gill
3116  Lawrence Pl
Wantagh, NY 11793



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vaughan Greene
217 Walton Rose Lane
Panama City Beach, FL 32413
 



850 231 0956



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ivana Sesar
Fazanska 17 a
Zagreb, ot 10000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda McGill
307 W. Lincoln St.
Alpena, MI 49707-3913



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. leanna slusher
421 yale dr.
lexington, KY 40517



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Olivia Schlosser
9 Atwoodville Lane
Mansfield Center, CT 06250-1140



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harley Caulfield
6 Moor Close Lane
Bradford, ot BD13 2BP



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jayme Echols
1011 Kathleen Ave
Cantonment, FL 32533



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
C. Castaldo
205 Dahlo Avenue
Stratford, CT 06614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Gutierrez
POB 25
Moyers, OK 74557



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Roberts
913 Sam Friend Rd.
Accident , MD 21520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Mullins
18724 NE Everett Ct
Portland , OR 97230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Rindlaub
8 Hill Lane Ave
Riverside, CT 06878
 



3108660074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sef Sat
Milano
Milano, ot 20139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ana Victoria Fantin
Rua Theo Dutra, 90, apto 71
São Paulo, ot 05628-000
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dianna Anderson
266 Pleasant Street
Eliot, ME 03903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michael chase
4083 sunbeam rd apt 2403
jacksonville, FL 32257



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sonja Chan
944 W. Walnut St.
Kankakee, IL 60901-4645



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Russell
1419 N Fairfax Ave Apt 1
West Hollywood, CA 90046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kari Sanderson
3261 Pikewood Ct.
Commerce Twp., MI 48382



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
grace lloyd
17 Millstone Drive
Southampton, NY 11968
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jason reeves
7617 idolbroook lane
Raleigh, NC 27615
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ani Balian
10631 lindley ave
Porter ranch, CA 91326



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jayleen Hatmaker
162 East State Route 73
Springboro, OH 45066-9108
 



937-885-6227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Munton
67 Pendeford Ave
Wolverhampton, ot WV6 9EH



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gerry J coffey
10 forest view
hollis, NH 03049
 



(603) 465-6144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for considering my comments.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matt Summey
300 excaliber circle apt 103



fredericksburg, VA 22406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Patricia Gallo
4690 S Barrington Place
Tucson, AZ 85730
 



(520) 743-3048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
samantha rosa
2842 west 71 place
hialeah, FL 33018
 



7863940818



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
craig conn
tnem
pgh, PA 15212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Wyatt
9 Covington Court
Bordentown, NJ 08505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
 M. D. Amersbeek
Singel 134
Bussum, ot 1402NZ



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Mueller-Harder
993 Coitâ??s Pond Road
Cabot, VT 05647



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Toni-lee Cheiman
7 Fourteenth Street Greymont
Johannesburg, ot 2195



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chantal de geest
42 puigem
ghent, ot 9041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
neal hunter
3721 southern ave
cincinnati, OH 45227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Fifield
16 Maple Grove St.
Barre, VT 05641



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Julie Parisi Parisi Kirby
36 Purdy Hollow Road
Woodstock, NY 12498
 



845-679-9140



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Steven F. and Mary C. Jennings
11340 Rivercrest Drive
Little Rock, AR 72212-1419



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evonne Gilliam
1311 NE 68th Ter
Gladstone, MO 64118-2727



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Schacker
P. O. Box 274
Bearsville, NY 12409



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jay Silverman
3169 36th St
Astoria, NY 11106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jay Silverman
3169 36th St
Astoria, NY 11106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Pellecchia
693 Blue Hill Rd
River Vale, NJ 07675-6523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erika Hatcher
8518 White Poplar Dr
Riverview, FL 33578



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
SHARON LAMPI
6011 WESTLAKE AVE
PARMA, OH 44129
 



440-845-5476



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
martin kerrigan
7344 rocky creek dr
Apt. 301
columbia, MD 21046





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alison Cain
117 West 4th Street
Frederick, MD 21701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Adams
268 Cedar Springs Road
Lexington, NC 27292



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilee Nagy
1075 Brookhouse Lane
Gahanna, OH 43230
 



614-657-5195



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Hope
1004 Adams Street
Ottawa, IL 61350



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Shaffer
1113 Lynnwood Dr
Burlington , IA 52638



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. KAREN JONES
704 Sunset Ave.
Venice, CA 90291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alfonso Cachu
Aniceto Ortega 869
Mexico City, ot 03100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Olivia Schlosser
9 Atwoodville Lane
Mansfield Center, CT 06250-1140



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Mr. King, when you know your running out of water why keep developing and looking to
take or use more water than the natural system can provide.  Your are already at an
insustainable position.
 
Sincerely,
 



Mr Gib Chase
Marine Biology/Benthic Ecology; Ocean Disposal; Marine Sanctuari
6 Kimball Lane
Northboro, MA 01532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Johns
1959 Bethlehem Road
Midland City, AL 36350



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mabel Quinones
140 E. 1080 S.
Roosevelt, UT 84066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joseph ratliffe
1184 penfield ave
deltona, FL 32725



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Kefauver
4831 Park Ave
Bethesda, MD 20816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Nickum
1838 Freeman
Kansas City, KS 66102-2642
 



913-621-1243



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
regina powell
2016 dalis dr
concord, CA 94520
 



925 768 2948



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
TELL THEM "NO"!!!
 
I am writing to you because I CARE DEEPLY about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy Heisel
882 Peachcreek Rd



Centerville, OH 45458-3255



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carine neveux
10 avenue Léon Blum
Antony, ot 92160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Miner
412 36th Street NE
Bradenton, FL 34208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Cruikshank
1495 W Possum Road
Springfield, OH 45506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
WENDY OREWYLER
10960 56 CT S
LAKE WORTH, FL 33449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cornelia Ward
150 Eagle Lane
Sedona, AZ 86336
 



928-282-7810



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan F.
2201 E Street
San Diego, CA 92102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Ellen Goodman
 
Ellen Goodman
retired professor
117 Warren Ave.



East Providence, RI 02914
 
401 241-4768



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
fantina fountouki
athens
athens, ot 10674



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
fantina fountouki
athens
athens, ot 10674



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would you pump out water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Troland
2553 Rockville Ctr Py
Oceanside, NY 11572



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Brown
162 Pine Needle Rd.
Fitzgerald, GA 31750



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allison Berwald
15187 Joseph Drive
Athens, AL 35613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ron  shultz
pob 377
cliff, NM 88028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Lukens
904 North High Street
Duncannon, PA 17020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Isabel Yannatos
Parker Ln
Shokan, NY 12491



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anita Lutz
707 Jousting Way
Mount Airy, MD 21771-4042
 



3018298420



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Gilbert
1651 Peck Leach Rd
N. Bloomfield, OH 44450-9724



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Schultz
1957 N.2nd Drive
Stevens Point, WI 54482
 



715 544 0650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Schuttler
1116 Stewart Road
Columbia, MO 65203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katie Puckett
7617 Fawndale Dr
Chesterfield, VA 23832-6426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Holmes
825 Lacy Lane
Las Vegas, NV 89107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Smith
729 W 26th St
San Pedro, CA 90731
 



3105239910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dale  shuffler
150 cooks glen rd
spring city, PA 19475



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Holly Slaski
4964 Sugar Pie Dr.
Schnecksville, PA 18078



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shelli Stewart
1233 Sunnyside Dr
Kalamazoo, MI 49048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
 I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada which
would jeopordize all the plants and animals that live there.  Why would we pump our water
to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Constance Franklin
808 1/3 Laguna Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andre Yokers
1727 Nw 18th Street
Cape Coral, FL 33993



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Egyhazi
PO Box 582
Long Key, FL
Long Key, FL 33001





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Meinhardt
3655 Wilson Dr.
Fort Gratiot, MI 48059



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
allise Bayer
One Canal Plaza
Portland, ME 04101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tori Angelucci
102 N. Whitehall Rd.
Norristown, PA 19403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Lewis
15493 E. MIlan Drive
Aurora, CO 80013-2517
 



(303) 693-4635



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sean Estella
156 Wethersfield Street
Rowley, MA 01969



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Chaffee
847 N 1909 Rd
Lecompton, KS 66050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
london metcalfe
2324 macdonald st
vancouver, BC v6k 3y8



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frederick Replogle
21633 N. U.S. Highway 301
Lawtey, FL 32058
 



(904) 782-1010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
s, rechner
12 rosewood ln
phoenixville, PA 19460-2383



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ralph Koo
531 28th st
Sacramento, CA 95816
 



916 498-9133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Falcone
507 Adams Lane
Southampton, NJ 08088-9107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Rosenkotter
201 Crest Drive
Deer Harbor, WA 98243



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anette stauske
wehrdeich 87
hamburg, ot 21035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Artineh Havan
125 Greenpoint Avenue, C7
Brooklyn , NY 11222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marnee reilly
974 Old Post Road
Kinderhook, NY 12106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clayton Janicki
2600 Lookout Ln
Kissimmee, FL 34746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Tracey Seguin
107 Knapp St
Stamford, CT 06907
 



2034060013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Vickstrom
11 Ashberry St
Plymouth, MA 02360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Spring Hartke
14523 C St S
Tacoma, WA 98444-4517
 



2534958969



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all of the plants and
animals that depend upon it; I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump  water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in beautiful
eastern Nevada and western Utah, which I have felt privileged to visit and thoroughly
enjoyed doing so (and hope to do so again soon). Please deny the authority's water-right
applications based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In
light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands,
they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin Cleere
188 Shelburne Rd Unit 2
Burlington, VT 05401





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melina Softa
Caamaño
Buenos Aires, ot 1629



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary King
7745 SE 18th Ave
Portland, OR 97202
 



(503) 477-7116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Joanne K. Campbell
428 E. Grove Ave.
Rantoul, IL 61866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gina Kim
259 Dalewood Way
San Francisco, CA 94127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Sprague
12580 Warner Rd.
Laingsburg, MI 48848



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Niak Sian Koh
32 jalan medang kapas
Kuala Lumpur, ot 59100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louise Rozansky
23165 Smith Road
Chatsworth, CA 91311



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frida Simms
106 Roberts Lane
Alexandria, VA 22314
 



703 5491274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Bartlett
2400 w valley pkwy 70
escondido, CA 92029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.THE
TRANSFER SUGGESTED WOULD BE
DEVASTATING& WOULD KILL MUCH WILDLFE& THE AREA WHICH NEEDS THE
WATER!! HELP!!
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
natalie reed



2638 sutter street
carlsbad, CA 92010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
margaret scripp
3100 syler rd
varysburg, NY 14167



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gabriela monge
2789 nw 82nd ave
miami, FL 33122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vanessa Valera
vanessavalera@hotmail.com
MIami, FL 33172
 



3054696032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Anderson
531 timberline ridge ln
#6
winston salem, NC 27106





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ms r marshall
731 lindsay
gainesville, TX 76240
 



940-284-1633



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ms r marshall
731 lindsay
gainesville, TX 76240
 



940-284-1633



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Beverly
PO Box 176
Chino Valley, AZ 86323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Farmer
3131-B Wyandotte Circle
Kansas City, KS 66106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Black
1515 Silver Lake Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mark daniels
215 sicily rd
seaside, CA 93955



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Emmanuel
72 Park Terrace West, #38
New York, NY 10034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jordana H.
2750 N. Hampden Ct.
Chicago, IL 60614
 



(773) 531-7219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Elizabeth Franchi
219 Floral Dr
Rochester, NY 14617



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Myers
97 S 700 E
Pleasant Grove, UT 84062
 



801-319-6936



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Baron
4239 N. Keystone Ave., #4N
#4N
chicago, IL 60641





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ami ringler
n/a
n/a, MD 20850-2763



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Vote for sane, safe and sustainable water practices.  We all live this together in the Great
Basin.  People for wilderness.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Waugh



4470 Codorniz St. Trl.
Las Cruces, NM 88007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cecile Valastro
23804 SW Golden Pond Terrace
Sherwood, OR 97140



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
karen luther
77 N Shining Sun
Santa Fe, NM 87506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. PATRICK COSGROVE
2155 HARRISON BLVD
VALPARAISO, IN 46385



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doreen Balestrieri
P.O. Box 163
Montague, MA 01351



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deb Friedrick
W1776 Hofa Park Dr
Seymour, WI 54165



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Christopher Kirchwey
457 Franklin St.
Cambridge, MA 02139-3168



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lollo Nylen
5608 Sonoma Rd
Bethesda, MD 20817



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sam Funk
18649 N. 42nd Ave
Glendale, AZ 85308
 



602-290-0969



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Vince Mendieta
Natural Resources Management
6005 Cherry Creek Dr.
Austin, TX 78745-3421





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Hood
1303 McHenry St
Urbana, IL 61801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rita Falsetto
P.O. Box 67
Aguilar, CO 81020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Decelle
13621 Red Dog Road
Nevada City, CA 95959



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jerome stanley
5735 brown rd.
oxford, OH 45056-9773



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Malcolm R MacPherson, Ph.D.
Ecosystem restoration, carnivore repopulation
34 Coyote Mountain Rd.
Santa Fe, NM 87505



 
5059899502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ed Askins
605 Dodwood Trace
Woodstock, GA 30188



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denis Alcock
38817 N 21st Ave
Phoenix, AZ 85086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Paul Clark
11 Ladyslipper Rd
Weaverville, NC 28787



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Grace Payne
2401 Winsted La. #1
Austin, TX 78703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abhinav Goel
E1/D
Lucknow, ot 000226018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emma Spurgin Hussey
4 Dereham Terrace
Truro, ot 87485



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter pfeiffer
389 W. mendocino St
altadena, CA 91001-4650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Billie Close
102 Highpoint Avenue
Weehawken, NJ 07086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ed Perry
1532 Rosewood Terrace
New Braunfels, TX 78132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Murphy Larronde
7101 La Ronda Court
Sarasota, FL 34238



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carmen Druke
746 e 19th st
Houston, TX 77008-4472
 



7134441561



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
julie weals
607 south 4th ave.
st. charles, IL 60174



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caroline Brown
Alta Vista Dr
Sierra Madre, CA 91024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Water is a precious, life sustaining substance! I am writing to you because I care deeply
about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at
the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of
water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our
water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ella Craig
203 Chaparral Lane
Nipomo, CA 93444





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Rives
503 Hefley St.
Wheeler, TX 79096



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jason Humphrey
445 E. Camp St.
New Braunfels, TX 78130-4207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Shea
24-39 39th Street Apt. 8C
Astoria, NY 11103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harriet Rosenberg
5682 Kingsport Drive
Sandy Springs, GA 30342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Madalene Alaimo
926 Harbison Canyon Road
El Cajon, CA 92019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nathan Keller
6333 Mt Ada Rd #178
San Diego, CA 92111-3138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Clapsaddle
12342 Hunters Chase Drive Apt 2414
Austin, TX 78729
 



512-382-6836



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there. I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to
pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would anyone pump water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ginger Cook
3933 Kilgore Rd
Goliad, TX 77963



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Molly Roth
Lullwood
San Antonio, TX 78212
 



(210) 885-9796



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Tratechaud-Doezema
9713 Avenida de la Luna NE
Albuquerque, NM 87111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Weeks
608 Timothy Drive
Elizabeth City, NC 27909
 



252-335-7525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rodney hemmila
1889 whitaker st
white bear lake, MN 55110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emma Spurgin Hussey
4 Dereham Terrace
Truro, ot 87485



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Karen Guancione
262 DeWitt Ave.
Belleville, NJ 07109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Where is the common sense for the greater good?
 
Sincerely,
 
Keith Teeter
604 Essex Place



Euless, TX 76039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Byers
9691 W. Coco. Circle #306
Littleton, CO 80128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Ida Nissen
6641 Camelot Dr.
Milton, FL 32570
 



850-469-0719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russ Reynolds
340 East 2nd South Street
Carlinville, IL 62626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L.S. Wanner
1186 N 1500 East Rd
Milford, IL 60953



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Robin K. Elkman
468 12th St.
B`klyn, NY 11215
 
Robin K. Elkman



468 12th. St.
Brooklyn, NY 11215-5298



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Tracy Ferguson
6030 42nd Ave. N.
ST. PETERSBURG, FL 33709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristina Lozon
1518 Greenbrook Lane
Flint, MI 48507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
miiru Len
lincoln blvd
sf, CA 94129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Mulron
14706 Grace Ct KPN
Gig Harbor, WA 98329



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Bruner
2473 Riverside Dr
Beloit, WI 53511
 



608 364 0224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shirley Armand
925 E Maywood Ave
Peoria, IL 61603
 



(309) 682-1695



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Meiners
4732 Henson Dr.
Caddo Mills, TX 75135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Howland
37838 polson rd
Crawford, CO 81415



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gene Zielinski
721 E. Federal St.
Allentown, PA 18103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Storrs
po box 1762
B'ham, WA 98227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jennifer Killian
1801 Shoreline Drive
Alameda, CA 94501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lin just
po box 162
colora, MD 21917



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Davis
155 Lighthouse Way
Vacaville, CA 95688



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anita Faulkner
1615 Concord Dr
Carrollton, TX 75007
 



972-492-1735



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Tangi
2642 S. Alder Street
Philadelphia, PA 19148-4410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Eric Drissell
Aquatic Invasive Species Technician
P.O. Box 161910
Big Sky, MT 59716





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Kyle
1506 Saddle View
Mt. Juliet, TN 37122
 



615-758-3667



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MIndi Rappoport
344 Edison Road
Trumbull, CT 06611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mauricio Carvajal
Viento Norte 4018
Santiago, ot 9291583



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caroline Zaworski
2928 NW Spurry Pl
Corvallis, OR 97330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
linda story S stephenson
15 leland street
jamaica plain, MA 02130
 



(617) 524-3067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abigail Springer
9301 se 55th
portland, OR 97222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the Great Basin's aquifers in
central and eastern Nevada. Why would Southern Nevada want to pump the Great Basin's
water reserves to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting
the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dominic Giles
Verbena Way
W-s-M, ot BS22 6RN





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Hughes
4301 Effie St
Bellaire, TX 77401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Eric Drissell
Aquatic Invasive Species Technician
P.O. Box 161910
Big Sky, MT 59716





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
t logan
3910 s ih 35
austin, TX 78704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelene Ortenzo
3520 Greensburg Pike
Pittsburgh, PA 15221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danielle Miele
4 Carriage Hill Road
Haverhill, MA 01835



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Sterling
2503 Pittsfield Blvd
Ann Arbor, MI 48104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Ezust
....
Cambridge, MA 02138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Pasechnick
14 Elizabeth Court
Little Ferry, NJ 07643



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john ward
21 c mullins rd
ardmore, TN 38449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Nicholas
590 NW Sonora Dr.
Bend, OR 97701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Victor  Afanasiev
14041 Avenida Central
La Grange, CA 95329



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rena Jackson
1112 San Pedro NE, #114
Albuquerque, NM 87110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kieran Turan
5845 Moraga Ave
Oakland, CA 94611-3151



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irma Mejia
11737 Riverside Dr.
Valley Village, CA 91607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy Hartwig
Frere Road
East London, ot 05247



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Hohman
2244 2nd Ave, #13
San Diego, CA 92101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Geraghty
2124 Ashland Ave.
Santa Monica, CA 90405
 



(310) 452-5994



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sally Burke
415 First Street, #203
Raymond, WA 98577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n/a Rebecca Hoeschler
328 E. Imperial Ave., No. 5
El Segundo, CA 90245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Thompson
548 Warrtman St
Phila., PA 19128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorraine Leduc
P.O. Box 1254
Los Angeles, CA 90025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Rick Sparks
4634 Beck Avenue
Toluca Lake, CA 91602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
s schmidt
erbprinzenstr. 16
freiburg, ot 79098



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Bianchi
707 Minnesot St. #B
Belgrade, MT 59714



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there. I am completely
against the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. This is
unsustainable growth. It should not be supported. There are other viable means for
meeting water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you, the
state engineer, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Given the catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this
groundwater extraction, as documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft
environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal, it seems clear that the water
authority's request is not 'environmentally sound'.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet. 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals. It would
then support invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres
of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial
streams.
 
The toll on species be staggering. Some species of desert fish and springsnails would go
extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the imperiled greater
sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog and pronghorn and
elk.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to
the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, this application should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne M. Camarillo
941 N. Orlando Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Salazar
1125 Balclutha Drive, Apt. 107
Foster City, CA 94404-1733
 



650-627-9314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and water purification and re-use
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carol Long
75 Chestnut St. #101
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4977



 
(831) 471-0737



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada.  This is a completely stupid request.  Those making it are likely insane.
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?  It is probably because some stinking
corporation and some stinking rich people stand to have more greedy profits.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, that's you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds
that the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being
diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.  In short, it's STUPID!
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table and an investigation should begin as to who is behind this stupidity.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. William Davis



129 Wittenberg Rd
Bearsville, NY 12409



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dave alexander
10459 artesia blvd #92c
bellflower, CA 90706-6805
 



562-867-0026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Savard
5138 Spruce St.
Laona, WI 54541
 



7156747711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Benson
1007 s victor
Champaign, IL 61821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Gabriel
3130 First Street
Trussville, AL 35173



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sally Phillips
19 Priory Close
Hastings, ot TN34 1UJ



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I have always felt that Las Vegas and Phoenix are the worst places on earth to establish
such huge cities that will dry up not only NV's acqyuifer but the entire system from CO, UT,
NV etc.  What a waste of water and electricity, no more for these dying pits that deserve to
be gone.   I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the
plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



V Hemingway
3906 S Yorktown
Boise, ID 83706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Nulty Jr
24500 Dna Pnt Hrbr Dr
Dana Point, CA 92629-3050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Myra Vallianos
2200 Carleton ST
Apt. 107
Berkeley , CA 94704



 
413-358-3272



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Dowling
PO Box 26
Pope Valley, CA 94567



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Csenge
75 S 100 W
Kanab, UT 84741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rose Jimenez
18884 sw 29 ct
Miramar, FL 33029
 



954-940-8120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave Black
PO Box 42891
Tucson, AZ 85733
 



520-256-7328



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Zdenek Kriz
44 Douglass Street
Brooklyn, NY 11231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert T. Ellis
1919 Market st
Oakland, CA 94607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elliot cavicchi
1172 n kingsley dr.
los angeles, CA 92057



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. DEBRA WARRENS
204 GAYLE ST
WATERLOO, IA 50701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rev. Jake Harrison
1734 Maratel Ave.
Fort Worth, TX 76103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lind L Chappel
2315 e blacklidge dr
Tucson, AZ 85719
 



(520) 326-1371



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lind L Chappel
2315 e blacklidge dr
Tucson, AZ 85719
 



(520) 326-1371



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lil Judd
15555 Sorbonne St
Sylmar, CA 91342-1132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and I do not appreciate the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Hane
1816 Remington Way #211
Bozeman, MT 59718



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol McGeehan
568 West 31st
Holland, MI 49423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Renee Fulllman
7652B lexington CLUB blvd
Delray Beach, FL 33446-3400



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Cencula
9145 Cordoba  Blvd.
Sparks, NV 89441



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacqui Franklin
87 Uptown Rd Apt K-101
Ithaca, NY 14850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Al Mendelsohn
Sea Road
Kennebunk, ME 04043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ted Dennis
PO Box184
Sequim, WA 98382



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Aldrich
134 Howie Ave.
Warwick, RI 02888
 



401-785-1596



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Karen Renne
221 So. Tracy Ave.
Bozeman, MT 59715
 



(303) 499-1559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karyn Gil
1518 54th Street
Sacramento, CA 95819



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeff S woodman
809 holton
bellaire, TX 77401
 



(713) 664-1936



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
richard high
445 W. Wellington Avenue Unit 12C
chicago, IL 60657



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
BRENDA CHARLES
140 RIVERSIDE dr
NEW YORK, NY 10024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Pickering
3258 Europa St
Roseville, CA 95661



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Mccarthy
782 amsterdam ave
New York, NY 10025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Peterson
565 Petaluma Ave.
Sebastopol, CA 95472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lillian Henry
3426 W. 16th Avenue
Denver, CO 80204
 



303-623-1549



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samantha Richardson
Delaware St
Minneapolis, MN 55455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Gloe
3100 Guido Street
Oakland, CA 94602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alaina Craft
7113 LaGrange Rd.
Perry, NY 14530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samantha Richardson
Margaret St
Minneapolis, MN 55455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Herrmann
4 Greenbriar Drive
Berkeley Heightw, NJ 07922



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
judith schlacter
p.o.box 10253
eugene, OR 97440



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elena motta
via 4 novembre 19/e
bogogno, ot 28010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. richard  grossman jr
1203 fritztown road
reinholds, PA 17569



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
My family and I care a great deal about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that
live there. Frankly, we are appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to
pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. To export water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth is
not rational and would cause irreparble damage to Great Basin ecosystems. There are far
better methods of meeting water needs such as through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options. Why not try these instead?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you, the
state engineer, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted. This
is exactly the situation and this is what you need to do - deny this request.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be "off the
table."
 
Sincerely,
 
Eugene Craig
511 Rose Lane



Paso Robles, CA 93446
 
(408) 266-8607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn Lutz
2101 Havana Hwy
Quincy, FL 32352



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ruwange karunaratna
15524 sherman way
van nuys, CA 91406
 



818-785-4766



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Landon
224 Yarmouth Rd
Fern Park, FL 32730
 



407 830-9368



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jim lawrence
2101 main st
Baker City, OR 97814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you,
 
Jenny O'Neil
Otero County
Alamogordo, NM 88310
 



NA



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Brusco
2562 Hermosa Ter
Hayward, CA 94541



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lynn tor
oswestry
shropshire, ot sy11



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Viérin
80 rue de Tilleur
Liège, ot 4420



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ruwange karunaratna
15524 sherman way
van nuys, CA 91406
 



818-785-4766



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James I. Murphey
P.O. Box 1696
Fort Bragg, CA 95437-1696



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia  McGrath
12 Alexander Ave.
Madison, NJ 07940



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kay Fontana
2143 coastland ave
San Jose, CA 95125
 



408 266-8724



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The following represents my position in strong opposition to the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's right-of-way application to the Bureau of Land Management for a 300-mile
pipeline to export more that 57 billion gallons of water a year from the Great Basin
aquifers.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Ms. Deborah Filipelli, Ph.D.
P.O. Box 341
The Sea Ranch, CA 95497
 
(708) 785-3470



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Leonhard
24 Weiser Court
Womelsdorf, PA 19567



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Richards
13397 Greenwood Church Road
Ashland, VA 23005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Campbell
450 Del Verde #8
Sacramento, CA 95833



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Carter
457 Walker St.
Moab, UT 84532
 



435 260 0211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Pike
14 Buckingham Street
Scunthorpe, ot DN15 7JE



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Hatton
1093 Pine Banks Rd.
Putney, VT 05346



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carma Hurst
711 Tollie Dr
Norman, OK 73071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Davidson
2741 62nd Ave NW
Olympia, WA 98502- 302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Davidson
2741 62nd Ave NW
Olympia, WA 98502- 302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. SUE E. E DEAN
33945 N. 66TH WAY
SCOTTSDALE, AZ 85266-7231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Hinson
1411 S Nielson St
Gilbert, AZ 85296



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kiley Brown
1922 deerwood ave
Louisville, KY 40205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Petruccelli
24 Albright Rd.
Coram, NY 11727
 



631-732-2715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Randolph-Frye
1330 N Reid Hooker
Eads, TN 38028
 



901-860-9257



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick O'Neil
Otero
County, NM 88337



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all of the great diversity of plants and animals that
live there, and am horrified at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
What makes Las Vegas think they have any right to just go on growing forever at the
expense of so many other values?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
 
W H Wolverton
Box 393
Escalante, UT 84726





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Scarlett
516 Deerfield Place
Santa Rosa, CA 95409



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Hassinger
7725 West Zayante Rd.
Felton, CA 95018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because as an avid hiker and nature photographer, I recently enjoyed a
trip to Great Basin National Park.  I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants
and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Fenster
12 Davis St
Pemberton Borough, NJ 08068-1231





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa McCormick
3400 S. Main Street Apt. C-2
Apt. C-2
Santa Ana, CA 92707





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Cali
2102 Elk Circle
Cottonwood, AZ 86326-5023
 



(928) 634-8102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Merce Escayola Cabrejas
Carrer de Sants, 34 Bis Pral. 1Â
Barcelona, Spain, ot 08014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tom sodoro
239 n 129 st
omaha, NE 68154



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leticia LaMagna
279 Sterling Place
Brooklyn, NY 11238



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dustin Detweiler
PO Box 2256
Victorville, CA 92393



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rita Leone
8202 Martin Dr..
Southaven, MS 38671



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
oja fin
p.o. box 86
bass lake, CA 93604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marta Zamora
Formiga 9
Barcelona, ot 08030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce Shaul
2181 Valley Meadow Dr.
Oak View, CA 93022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Toth
505 Park Ave
Harleysville, PA 19438



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lew Warden
1225 Crestwood Dr.
Big Bear City, CA 92314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Duncan
2860 n dodge blvd
Tucson, AZ 85716
 



5207803855



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Cunningham
P.O. Box 14
West Minot, ME 04288-0014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Calhoun
2459 Post St.
San Francisco, CA 94115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Zatrine
5196 Graveline Rd
Bellingham, WA 98226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kellie Karkanen
256 Castle Glen Rd
Walnut Creek, CA 94595



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Child Protection Lea Bayliss
child protection social worker
Box 20889
Whitehorse, YT Y1A6P1



 
(867) 456-4699



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lori Conrad
3031 Bryant Place
Davis, CA 95618
 



(530) 753-7731



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gloria Sall
33355 Gelidum
Dana Point, CA 92629
 



9496616621



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dianne Douglas
2723 E Valencia Drive
Phoenix, AZ 85042
 



602-268-7065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marijke van Bemmel
Abrikozenstraat
Den Haag, ot 2564 VW



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Renscha Heymans
PO Box 386
Orion Close
Strand, ot 7140





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mrs denise eames
2 Rownhams Road
Throop
BOURNEMOUTH, ot bh8 0nl



 
01202 535293



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robin remaily
2728 ne quay
lincoln city, OR 97367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
barbara noferini
via erbosa 50
firenze, ot 50126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joy Maddox
12328 Trumbull Av
Alsip, IL 60803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Agnes Whalen
PO Box 46582
St. Pete Beach, FL 33741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael E. Cole
129 Columbia Avenue
Jersey City, NJ 07307
 



2016536280



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Please protect water now. Water is by far the most important aspect common to all life
including humans to protect. Do not delplete and destroy this precious water. Industry
always claims that they won't hurt water but they always do. I know logging has destroyed
my water, my farm and one of my family homes! Yet they still claim on every THP[Timber
Harvest Plan] that there are "no significant adverse downstream effects" or at least that
they have all been mitigated. When my property floods every year now where it never did



before too much logging; that is a very adverse effect. I am just below the lumber
company. This iw aht industry and the government do together...just don't do it, not now,
not ever.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristi Wrigley
2550rd.rigley 
Eureka, CA 95503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Boisse
615 Fernglen Ct
Colorado springs, CO 80906
 



(719) 579-6766



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dirk Beving
3334 Meier St.
Los Angeles, CA 90066
 



(310) 397-3553



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Luis Carinhas
Urb Faias
Alverca, ot 2615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
E. Frank
243 Holyoke St.
San Francisco, CA 94134



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lesley Hurst Payne
La Partija 14
Rivas-Vaciamadrid, ot 28523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Varasteh
450 Saint Vincent
Irvine, CA 92618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stefanie Gandolfi
81 Donna Way
Oakland, CA 94605
 



(510) 568-3972



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Andrew Philpot
1525 ACorn Way
Solvang, CA 93463
 



805-686-8919



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
With the end of fossil fuel powered cars just down the road a few years as well as
airplanes, Las Vegas will become a ghost town anyway. Hence why destroy ecosystems
now for a future of desert cities that looks very dubious at best.  As it is Las Vegas is more
of a bust town than boom town, though I am sure they still waste water on fountains and
lawns.
 



Sincerely,
 
Mr. Lee Miller
2066 N. Jack Tone Road
Stockton, CA 95215-9728
 
2099313993



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Bailey
45 Upland Rd
Concord, MA 01742



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Pat LeBaron
2368 Amaryllis
Medford, OR 97504
 



5417796740



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie Hearthstone
8 b Country Commons
Vergennes, VT 05491



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kathleen Medina
5441 N. Swan Rd #622
Tucson, AZ 85718



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg  Steinke
445 SW Spindrift
Depoe Bay, OR 97341



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marlene dinkins
9494nw19pl
ftlauderdale, FL 333223602
 



9542455510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Renton
1000 Spruce St.
Berkeley, CA 94707-2628



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raymond Zhang
8617 Oak St
Vancouver, BC v6p4b2



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Perdichizzi
1200 Butterfly Ct
Marco Island, FL 34145



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Wittenbrader
888 Maplewood Rd
Lake Ariel, PA 18436-3338



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvia Tonietto
961, boul.des Monts
Ste-Adèle, QC j8b 1k4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
caroline bordenkircher
943 mozart drive
Orlando, FL 32825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Michael Holzman
2613 N. Sheila Ln.
Huachuca City, AZ 85616
 



(520) 456-9419



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Coy Riggin
4437 s. travis
amarillo, TX 79110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie  Jones
4208 Millenium dr
Willingboro, NJ 08046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nayeem Aslam
429NHamilton
Villa Park, IL 60181
 



6309167157



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Symone Ma
8702 University Avenue
Cedar Falls, IA 50613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Mooney
6520 El Colegio Rd. #2102
Santa Barbara, CA 93106
 



805.722.4706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alicia Mishinski
5732 cricket lane
Harrisburg, PA 17112
 



7174608836



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emilia Boccagna
via acri 95
catanzaro, ot 88100
 



0039961701053



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tania Marchand
3291 Charles-Best
Laval, QC 12345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marisela rivera
940 douglas ave
altamonte springs, FL 32714



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheila Lehman
3158 Cherum Street
Las Vegas, NV 89135
 



702-239-7253



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carol Sprafka
Chippawa
Naperville, IL 60563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
amanda wright
621 grignon st
green bay, WI 54301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Peck
220 San Andreas Ridge
Watsonville, CA 95076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Lohrer
Box 1166
Freeland, WA 98249
 



36-331-5646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lynette D
13990 Crabapple Rd
Golden, CO 80401
 



(303) 279-4888



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shirley Muney
3479 N. Nandina Lane
Tucson, AZ 85712
 



(520) 326-3018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Neal Feuerman
4343 Diana Dr.
Hydesville, CA 95547
 



707 768-9000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lil Judd
15555 Sorbonne St
Sylmar, CA 91342-1132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shannon Cowett
4089 Braxton road
Chantilly, VA 20151
 



7039942842



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margot Haggard
1401 5th Ave W. #203
Seattle, WA 98119
 



206-325-5036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Guy Merckx
520 E 77th Street  Apt.1939
520 E 77th Street
NewYork, NY 10162-0020





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sidney Hirsh
4322 E. 7 St
Tucson, AZ 85711
 



520-326-0583



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Twinam Smith
303 Avery Glen
Decatur, GA 30030-3784



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Josh Kaye-Carr
1365 WEYMOUTH LN
VENTURA, CA 93001-4049



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
             I write in concern     the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada
will produce serious harm to the flora and fauna, including human, in the Great Basin
Devastating the basin's aquifers to pump  water to southern Nevada  when there are viable
 alternative means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options is both myopic and spendthrift.
 
            Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires
the state engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds
that the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being
diverted.      Water tables would conservatively  drop by 200 feet and thereby dessicate
192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland habitat.be. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
These are the science based findings which must drive the decision of  squandering the
basin's aquifers.  The choice is clear.
           Thank you for your time and consideration. AM
 
      
 
 
 
arnold J martelli
2813 Windsor Ct
Modesto, CA 95350
 
(209) 522-4035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Chambers
46 Bowen St Moonee Ponds
Moonee Ponds
Melbourne, ot 3039





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ângela Oliveira
Carnaxide
Oeiras - Lisboa, ot 2790028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Jenkins
907 Tanager Ct
Sunnyvale, CA 94087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Hunter
PO Box 88
Freeville, NY 13068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Curtis
4-737 Vancouver Street
Victoria, BC V8V3V4
 



250-891-5526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul bOWE
30 cURTIS rOAD-#46
mILTON, MA 02186



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheree Martin
11128 Main Street
South Webster, OH 45682



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenn Maher
10 Knorr Rd
Oxford, CT 06478



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
r dow
upton road
ovid, MI 48866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kristi bart
93 old ferry rd
northampton, MA 01060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russell Fowler
520 Harvest Place
Swansboro, NC 28584
 



9103267413



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michel Sonja and Sopheya
xxx
xxx, ot 12345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Carlton Wiggin
208 garland st.
Bangor, ME 04401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ashley jager
180 arrowhead drive
kernersville, NC 27284



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
francois verly
10  rue des bois
bagneux, ot 92220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Amaral
34 crescent park road
westport, CT 06880



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Toni Siegrist
12 Commonwealth Avenue
Boston, MA 02116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Anderton
2518 Acacia Court
Norman, OK 73072



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. gretchen small
Pob 9554
Ketchikan, AK 99901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Hunter
PO Box 88
Freeville, NY 13068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Geiser
1268 Margery Avenue
San Leandro, CA 94578
 



510-351-3322



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Moore
1230 S Rolling Ridge Way, L4
Bloomington , IN 47403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Elbrecht
161 lakeview dr.
franklin, OH 45005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Swaim
707 Bennett Circle
Sidney, OH 45365



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eden Kennan
14765 Leadwell St.
Van Nuys, CA 91405
 



(818) 782-5279



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Joe Harvey
19724 Cedar Way
Pioneer, CA 95666
 



209-295-6646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Andres
1221 Floribunda Ave, Apt 6
Burlingame, CA 94010-8113



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana L Brownstone
484 W. 43 St. Apt 46H
New York, NY 10036
 



(212) 563-7199



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Biser
3058 Comanche Lane
Provo, UT 84604
 



801-623-1720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Ginamarie Colorio
1923 E Redfield Rd
Tempe, AZ 85283



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Mineck
5863 32nd ave
Vinton, IA 52349



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Jones
303 - 2131 West 3 Avenue
Vancouver, BC V6K 1L3



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Holly Balda
221 Davis Hall
Kalamazoo, MI 49009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ferrell  Stein
1001 Bernice Ave
Kirkwood, MO 63122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Porter
5001 N. 11th Ave.
Phoenix, AZ 85013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
desanka sandulovic
sv. markovica 23
belgrade, ot 11000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liinda Moore
861 S Dune Street
Apt 203
Anaheim, CA 92806





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger E. Sherman
91 Pearl St.
Schuylerville, NY 12871-1114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs John Hazelton
501 N. 10th
Hamilton, MT 59840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L. Melone
Brattle St.
S. Berwick, ME 03908



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christen morris
4831 N Central Expwy
Dallas, TX 75205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Martin Mendelsohn
303 Brooke Ave # 203
Norfolk, VA 23510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Hope
345 Church Street
San Francisco, CA 94114-1765



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Betty Ford
12603 Dawnridge Ct.
Midlothian, VA 23114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Staelens
Rodekruislaan
Berchem, ot 2600



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Oaks
923 A Florida St.
San Francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Reyes
pino 2
mexico, ME 547706789



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Beatty
2063 Begonia ST
Casper, WY 82604-3758



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Gibson
9620 East Pike
Norwich, OH 43767



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
wanda Jackson
1215
Pinnacle, NC 27043 8441



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anne cook
po box 276
Blandon, PA 19510
 



323 253 9779



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Mokelke
35 Vista Verde Way
Portola Valley, CA 94028
 



(650) 851-3230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lene Mittet
Raadhusgata 20 B
Gamle Fredrikstad, ot 1632



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Rempfer
160 SE Washington St Apt320
Hillsboro, OR 97123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Ken Woolard
2817 Grandview Dr. W. # 7
Tacoma, WA 98466
 



253-216-3613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anne cook
po box 276
Blandon, PA 19510
 



323 253 9779



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Kravcov Malcolm
30821 N. 138th St.
Scottsdale, AZ 85262
 



480-683-2163



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6 is a very poor idea.
Sending fresh water to the desert is a futile effort to ignore nature. Water is a precious and
limited resource.
Let's think about our people's future and not their current short term desires.
 
Jack English
12953 Valleyheart Drive
Studio City, CA 91604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nerina Perez
95354 Highway 101
Yachats, OR 97498



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Cartwright
West Fen
Boston, ot Pe22 8BJ
 



((01) 2) -054- ext. 80265



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Wales
118 Pulido Rd
Danville, CA 94526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marc Silverman
6030 graciosa dr
Los Angeles, CA 90068-3071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth O'Halloran
27 Green Lane
Kettering, ot NN16 0DA



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juan Carlos Suarez
kra 17 # 12 35
Pasto, ot 00059



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Masterson
1021 Dulaney Valley Road
Baltimore, MD 21204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christa Neuber
728 N. Doheny Drive
W. Hollywood, CA 90069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss Martha Barajas
924 Florez Street
Colton, CA 92324
 



9098739653



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Summer Lee
520 b. Monterey
Pacifica, CA 94044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. DEBRA WARRENS
204 GAYLE ST
WATERLOO, IA 50701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Semancik
513 E. Rosewood Ct
Ontario, CA 91764



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Victoria Lepore
1 Mead Way
Bronxville, NY 10708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
wilford C. stevens
20805 hunter rdg
northville, MI 48167
 



(313) 274-1848



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
HEATHER CHRISTY
39 hartford st
sf, CA 94114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evan Fulmer
9 Wren Ct
Merrimack, NH 03054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Floyd
6012 Cabrillo Dr
El Paso, TX 79912
 



915-613-6354



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Reckers
1426 Ridge Drive
Camano Island, WA 98282
 



(360) 387-4283



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michael fraser
4758 Tarleton Drive
Lilburn, GA 30047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Lockwood
6367 e 700 s
Bluffton, IN 46714



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am appalled -- as I hope you are -- by the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to
pump and export 57 billion gallons of water a year from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. 
 
Why would we pump scarce water to southern Nevada, to support unsustainable growth?
There are other ways for southern Nevadans to meet their water needs -- such as
conservation, smart growth management and desalination.  The Southern Nevada Water
Authority itself admits it can increase its supply through simply improving conservation --
and by an amount greater than the pipeline would provide!
 
Nevada's "Interbasin Water Transfer Statute," NRS 533.370(6), requires you, as the state
engineer, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if you find that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin from which water
would be diverted.
 
The statute doesn't define "environmentally sound," but leaves it up to your judgment.
Clearly, this requested transfer of groundwater would have catastrophic, irreversible
impacts.  The US Bureau of Land Management documented them in detail in its "Draft
Environmental Impact Statement."
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet.
More than 190,000 acres of the Great Basin's prime shrubland habitat would be destroyed.
 
And 8,000 acres of wetlands would disappear -- taking with them 310 springs and 125
miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on living species would be equally staggering.  Some species of desert fish and
snails would go extinct, while many other creatures up and down the food chain would
suffer widespread harm -- including the imperiled greater sage grouse, the southwestern
willow flycatcher, the Columbia spotted frog, and Nevada's splendid pronghorn and elk
herds.
 
Please deny this unnecessary, ill-considered water transfer.  It would devastate the Great
Basin throughout eastern Nevada and western Utah.  In light of the other options readily
available to southern Nevada,  the Great Basin's aquifer must be taken off the bargaining
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Mark Hein
21515 Erwin Street #1
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-2417



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Mr. & Mrs. Andrew & Antonia Chianis
P.O. Box 836
Blue Jay, CA 92317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. ELIZABETH BRYANT
632 W ELIAS ST
MERIDIAN, ID 83642



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
brittany bannerman
1514 Fruit Ave NW
Albuquerque, NM 87104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lisa Williamson
22740 Dale Court
Chatsworth, CA 91311



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cora Hirashiki
24022 El Mirage Ave.
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clinical Scienti Mary Ann A Kiger
37181 Hill Street
Anza, CA 92539
 



(949) 728-1170



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Darla Marshall
900 Burton Hill Rd #105
Ft Worth, TX 76114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Robert Carr
PO Box 184
Leicester, NC 28748



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cameron fischer
7505 Hoover Ave
St. Louis , MO 63117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Donald Paden
665 Cressa Dr.
Loveland, CO 80537



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Savage
861 Burr Drive
Rock Springs, WY 82901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Tipler
85 Depot Hill #9
Boulder, MT 59632



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Keith Grady
317 Christopher Todd DR
Moore, OK 73160-7522



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alicia chen
4500 la barca pl
tarzana, CA 91356



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alicia chen
4500 la barca pl
tarzana, CA 91356



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ximena Lasserre
maldonado
montevideo, ot 12400



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Bedford
1400 Oak Tree Drive
Athens, TX 75751



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Meagen Grundberg
1605 8th Ave
Oakland, CA 94606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Guy Jacob
PO Box 037207
Elmont, NY 11003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Thoma
326 Spirea Dr.
Dayton            , OH 45419-3541



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristen  E Bender
21142 Shepherd Lane
Huntington Beach, CA 92646
 



(714) 536-1218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Goodrich
9607 Musket Ball Circle
Anchorage, AK 99507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
molly campbell
1119 Millwood
Huntsville, TX 77340



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please chart a sustainable course for water management.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Rubel
107 Yorktown St



Somerville, MA 02144
 
(617) 623-1344



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robbin Flowers
2233 Watkins St.
Raleigh, NC 27604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
charles ross
pearl rd
nahant, MA 01908



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caitlin Glidden
300 Christopher Drive
McMinnville, TN 37110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Horkman
12843 Sandfield Dr.
St. Louis, MO 63146-3749



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samuel John
1909 Ala Wai Blvd #1303
Honolulu, HI 96815
 



909-800-5883



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Shirey
151 S. 16th Place
Pocatello, ID 83201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keleigh Dietsch
3072 Oakwood Road
Cameron Park, CA 95682



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Roussy
118 Beaurivage Sud
Ste-Florence, QC G0J2M0



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Josephine Engebak
1909 Ala Wai Blvd
Honolulu, HI 96815



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Muriel Servaege
Rue de la Synagogue, 7
Arlon, ot 06700



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phyllis Roth
19133 Golden Cacoon PL
Lutz, FL 33558



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Croft
7323 Lantana Terrace
Carlsbad, CA 92011
 



(760) 814-2648



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Rough
1337 South 101st Street, Apt 110
Omaha, NE 68124
 



5154802352



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump out water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ted von Hippel, Ph.D.
6475 SW 83rd Street
Miami, FL 33143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Friebel
932 University Dr #5
Menlo Park, CA 94025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Reena Shadaan
62 Duggan Dr.
Brampton, ON L6Y 4J2
 



416-508-0740



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Macomber
74 King St #2
Scarborough, ME 04074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
roxanne salazar
5809 N. figueroa street
los angeles, CA 90042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Williams
7157 Leota Ln
Box Canyon, CA 91304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Lynch
3105 Bryan Rd
Burtonsville, MD 20866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Orrin McMurry
2394 Clara Strengthford Road
Waynesboro, MS 39367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ruth lorenz
7918 236th st #311
edmonds, WA 98026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maxine sheets-johnstone
330 king st.
yachats, OR 97498
 



(541) 547-3904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Ida Nissen
6641 Camelot Dr.
Milton, FL 32570
 



850-469-0719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Elliott
5853 Greenleaf Ave Apt A
Whittier, CA 90601-3520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roch Jimenez
786 Clearview Dr.
San Antonio, TX 78228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin Suyehara
2012 West 180th Place
Torrance, CA 90504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted. We
must always remember that we are the stewards of this planet and all its inhabitants.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Ebey
2850 Mayfield Avenue
Baltimore, MD 21213-1232



 
410-483-2560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Christine  Vance
364 beede hill
Fremont, NH 03045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
This is about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there.  I am appalled
at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of
water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why pump water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you as the
state engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if you find that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Booth
26250 Dreschfield



Grosse Ile, MI 48138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Brady
1523 Foster Ct
San Jose, CA 95120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Heinlein
923 S. Main St.
Summerville, SC 29483



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Harlow
1906 8th street
Port Neches, TX 77651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valerie  Dawnstar
42 East Oneida Street
Oswego, NY 13126
 



315-343-5105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paul bell
1700 Terrace Way
Santa Rosa, CA 95404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donakd Barber
586 Franklin St Apt # 4
Athens, GA 30606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Wellman
2-203 Mitchell CT
Hanover, PA 17331



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
c att
anywhere
anywhere, MD 20764



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samantha wysocki
25 edgewood road
Portland, CT 06480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melinda Keith-Singleton
1871 Albright Ct.
Wheaton, IL 60189



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Vera da Vinci
30214 108th Ave SE
Auburn, WA 98092-2524



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Gene R. R Trapp
2313 Isle Royale Lane
Davis, CA 95616-6619
 



(530) 756-6291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Josh Bodine
794 Barcelona Drive
Fremont, CA 94536



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deb Knauss
369 Tower HIll Road
N Kingstown, RI 02852



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Grundy
Student
1128 W. North Shore Ave., Apt. 1
Chicago, IL 60626



 
(563) 579-8848



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kallyn Krash
72 Park Terrace West #E38
New York, NY 10034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan Rizzo
304 George Urban Boulevard
Cheektowaga, NY 14225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Dutschke
4306 Darbrook Rd
Louisville, KY 40207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why should water be pumped to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Farmer Kristie Knoll
Farmer
12510 Byron Hwy
Brentwood, CA 94513-4233



 
(925) 634-5959



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Singer
11333 84 St SE
Calgary, AB T2C 4T4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Faith Purdy
517 highland ave
clarks summit, PA 18411



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Loesser
18 Arlington Terrace
Edgewater, NJ 07020
 



(201) 224-4487



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
fred pomerantz
205 rote hill road
sheffield, MA 01257
 



(413) 229-0038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Waterworth
12556 E Tennessee Cir
Aurora, CO 80012
 



303-361-6799



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Mcmahon
9880 Hammocks Blvd
Miami, FL 33196-1568



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Dupuis
987 Highway 535
Noelville, ON P0M 2N0



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Wyse
8865 E. Baseline Road, #1501
Mesa, AZ 85209-5300
 



480-357-6103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tika Bordelon
1400 Hubbell Pl.
Seattle, WA 98101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Christopher
Parker St
Cambridge, MA 02138
 



02138-2244



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynda Harrison
2241 El Feliz Way
Sacramento, CA 95825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gretchin DuBose
18 cherokee rd.
asheville, NC 28801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Frey
15 Quartz Mill Rd
Newark, DE 19711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Reginald Lowe
501 georgetown rd
Clarksville, TN 37043-4626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Whipple
1787 Chateau Place
Easton, PA 18045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Gordon P Grant
2650 N Lakeview Ave
Chicago, IL 60614-1872
 



(773) 248-1988



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kaya Inhoff
581 3rd Street South
Wisconsin Rapids, WI 54494



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eve Duplissis
PO Box 2364
Lewiston, ME 04241



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Henry Coleman
606 College Terrace
Williamsburg, VA 23185



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenda Neil
425 Dorset Street #35
South Burlington, VT 05403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Luke Murphy
321 Clay ST. No.45
Salem, OR 97302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanette Webb
1602 Lake Charlotte Ln
Richmond, TX 77406
 



2817622312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Broome
5866 Colbert St
New Orleans, LA 70124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances McDonal
1732 S. Derks Drive
Appleton, WI 54915
 



(920) 734-9015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeremy Eggerman
2060 S. Barcliff
Springfield, MO 65804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeremy Eggerman
2060 S. Barcliff
Springfield, MO 65804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe D Moreira
Box 343
Barrington, RI 02806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hannah Fabrizius
27032 N RD
WaKeeney, KS 67672



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Ogle
1556 Lower Smith Gap Road
Kunkletown, PA 18058



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amber Furness
29392 E Mission Camp Rd
Canton, IL 61520-8693



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Hogarty
1710 Dollar Lake Dr
Kent, OH 44240-6361



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Walthers
5244 11th Street South
Arlington, VA 22204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Tizard
591-A Keolu Drive
Kailua, HI 96734



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Mitchell Dormont
495 Tennent Road
Manalapan, NJ 07726



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
judith wine
12 old mamaroneck rd
white plains, NY 10605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Young
55 Copperdale Ln
GOlden, CO 80403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lezlie Ramsey
8641 Pete Wiles Rd
Middletown, MD 21769



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gloria Acevedo
158 Ashford dr.
Enola, PA 17025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim Meier
4033 Cherry Street
Cincinnati, OH 45223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
K. Bandell
11065 East Imperial Highway
Norwalk, CA 90650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Duncan Cottrell
1486 Conway Rd
Decatur, GA 30030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Sarah Hamilton
9087  Tioughanack  Rd.
Canastota, NY 13032-4224
 



315-697-3909



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marissa waltz
2543 costmary lane unit 9
unit # 9
wilmingtin, NC 28412





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marianne Pena
13105 Dry Creek rd
Auburn, CA 95602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Grondin
8 Fairview Ave
Malden, MA 02148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy  Ison
816 Mason Street
Rhinelander, WI 54501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawn Kosec
1895 Innwood Drive
Austintown, OH 44515



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Ehrman
210 Grove St.
Fort Wayne, IN 46805
 



260/482-5627



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeneen Haines
130 Frosti Way
Eustis, FL 32726



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Lance Michel
60 Wayne St
Jersey City, NJ 07302
 



5516970425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mehdi Cherif
331 2nd Avenue
Montreal, QC H4G2W4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarajane Hall
510 So. Lake St.
Burbank, CA 91502
 



818-843-6405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Schloo-Wright
P.O. box 40
Julian, CA 92036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Schloo-Wright
P.O. box 40
Julian, CA 92036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dominic Delarmente
Block 3 lot 14 Jehai
Pasay, ot 33000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joshua Siderits
479 Margate Dr Lowr
Marathon, FL 33050-2829



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sarah Fritz
Rymill Run
Cherry Hill, NJ 08003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Block
5137 N. Lovers Lane
Apartment D
Milwaukee, WI 53225





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ricki Brodie
40591 Pebble Beach Circle
Palm Desert, CA 92211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. ramona sahni
46 mallard drive
pittsburgh, PA 15238-1129
 



4127670217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Cross
510 Flower Meadows St.
Port Orchard, WA 98366



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica O'Neal
5317 Thunder Hill Road
Columbia, MD 21045
 



4107308782



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
j hester
fisher
morgan hill, CA 95037-9520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
roberta claypool
2822 coconut ave
miami, FL 33133
 



3054449303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marco Pardi
2195 Sandown Court
Lawrenceville, GA 30043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Herrington
760 Shangrila Dr
Reno, NV 89509



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Michele Meli
2038 West 10th Street
Brooklyn, NY 11223
 



718 266-1174



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to oppose the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export
57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Water
should not be pumped to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth, when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you to
deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if you find that the proposed transfer
would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The impact on species would also be staggering; some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause.
 
Regards,
 
Eddie Konczal
22 First Avenue
Monroe Township, NJ 08831
 
732-887-6584



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrub land
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dry land grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheat grass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Lavernoich
1103 Amber Ridge Rd
Charlottesville, VA 22901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Cetano
249 NW 118 Terrace
Coral Springs, FL 33071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie-Claude Demers
199, rang Ste-Cecile
Ste-Cecile-de-Levrard, QC G0X 2M0
 



819-263-0553



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Alison Lake
P.O. Box 707
Big Rapids, MI 49307-0707
 



2693849064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan  Flowers
55 Thornburg Pkwy
Brownsburg, IN 46112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamel Garvey
2007 Sidney St.
St. Louis, MO 63104
 



314-773-0115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hon Soulo
352 W14 Street
Vancouver, BC V7L2N7



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Taylor Brown
2202 NW 5th pl
Cape Coral, FL 33993



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Atkinson
PO Box 703
Sebastopol, CA 95473



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caitlyn Wallace
1033 University Terrace
Reno, NV 89503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doulgas Wolters
9218 Manchester Rd
Silver Spring, MD 20901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tamara Goldsby
3941 Foothill Ave.
Carlsbad, CA 92010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lori weber
605 hale st.
johnson city, TN 37601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hannah S Boresow
954 Maxwell Terrace
Bloomington, IN 47401
 



(404) 840-8050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurel J. Casper
9150 Meadowview Dr.
Hickory Hills, IL 60457



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorraine Patterson
6957 Tunnel Loop Rd
Grants Pass, OR 97526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Danner
697 Fehr Road
Nazareth, PA 18064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brad Battels
9360 Walsburg Rd
Leonardville, KS 66449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Humphreys
30 James St.
Rockland, ME 04841



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Conlon
195 Berkshire Drive 604
London, ON N6J 3R7
 



5192049408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Suruga
2400 Rally Ct
Virginia Beach, VA 23454



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol McMahon
6854 Sly Park Road
Placerville, CA 95667



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
richard gilson
20 temple st
west roxbury, MA 02132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara KIng
PO Box 29448
Los Angeles, CA 90029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
debra medley
3906 19th st
san francisco, CA 94114
 



415 863-3626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carrie Bawolek
2200 W. Sagebrush Ct
Chandler, AZ 85224
 



480-540-7282



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Cameron
2749 SW 103 St.
Gainesville, FL 32608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Courtney Little
2609 Mcgee Ave.
Berkeley, CA 94703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, the applications to export
water from the Great Basin aquifers should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Whitney Price
18-P Ridge Road
Greenbelt, MD 20770



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alain michaud
5334 de mentana  apt.3
montréal, QC h2j3c5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
katrina midgley
2215 39th ave east
seattle, WA 98112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jane austen
972872 evergreen
oregon, OR 9877
 



6045555656



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michal Costello
11520 Duenda Rd.
San Diego, CA 92127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monica Perez-Watkins
1626 s 5th St w apt4
Missoula, MT 59801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Choi
12 N Oak Ct
Madison, NJ 07940
 



(973) 845-6320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jackie  Williams
9896 Avenida Colino
Spring Valley, CA 91977



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Stepchuk
1507 E 12th Ave
Spokane, WA 99202
 



509-536-3876



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Fohn
6022 Pr. Rd. 8882
West Plains, MO 65775



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
suzanne dolwick
3225 camden circle
wilmington, NC 28403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Alexander Chapman
32 Beach PL
Bridgeport, CT 06604-1800
 



2036124557



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melanie Simon
3437 S Wallace Apt 2
Chicago, IL 60616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andy Johnson
910 8th St
Spearfish, SD 57783



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
D. Cooke
Hillview
Ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kimberly musselman
3745 n. hwy 67
sedalia, CO 80135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Rettinghouse
1808 Walnut Street
Alameda, CA 94501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MEAGAN GILL
209 S 100 E
WELLSVILLE, UT 84339
 



4355129219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Steakley
4689 Summerlane Av.
Memphis, TN 38118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
doris rodriguez
1031 s palmetto ave #b9
ontario, CA 91762



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Terri Hughes
351 Long Hollow Rd.
Elizabethton, TN 37643
 



423-543-6766



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk....
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Skowron
4957 Mills St.
La Mesa, CA 91942
 



6196099980



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MEAGAN GILL
209 S 100 E
WELLSVILLE, UT 84339
 



4355129219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Krueger
6538 N Newgard
Chicago, IL 60626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris MacWaters
211 N Sherwood St.
Fort Collins, CO 80521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Schafer
600 South Dearborn Street, #2206
#2206
Chicago, IL 60605





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Allen
W12866 River Road
Black River Falls, WI 54615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss Randie Holloway
2220 Overglen
Plano, TX 75074
 



(214) 473-8432



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Kloberdanz
2751 Kilconway Lane
South San Francisco, CA 94080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Meret Ryhiner
621 Vallette Street
New Orleans, LA 70114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
brice grunert
n81 w16060 robinhood drive
menomonee falls, WI 53051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norman Keegel
508 Madrona Way NE
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kaytee Stengel
1051 W. Columbia
Chicago, IL 60626
 



773-274-6416



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robbie bennett
1050 59 Ave North
st. petersburg, FL 33703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa Barrett
Rupert Cr.
Red Deer, AB T4P 2Y9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Barone
1132 Bryan Ave
Salt Lake City, UT 84105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dirk Schielke
2237 Ayrshire dr
Fort Collins, CO 80526-1473



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Osburn
3276 G street
Lorain, OH 44052
 



440-288-2661



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Osburn
3276 G street
Lorain, OH 44052
 



440-288-2661



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Malcolm Groome
19688 Grandview Drive
Topanga, CA 90290-3353
 



(310) 455-1257



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Aylward
1819 E. Prospect
Seattle, WA 98112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yvonne Irvin
31 Mattingly Ave
Indian Head, MD 20640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We have just returned from this incomparable Great Basin region, its unique plants and
animals that live there, and I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary S Jokela
35417 N Dalton Road
Deer Park, WA 99006
 



(509) 276-2739



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. martha leahy
39 lockeland rd
winchester, MA 01890
 



7817294286



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kat Shield
PO Box 6
Santa Anna, TX 76878



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bradley Buck
3806 Secrest Shortcut Rd
Monroe, NC 28110-9250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chuck Donegan
231 N. Evergreen Dr.
Selden, NY 11784
 



(631) 698-0145



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Berlet
P.O. Box 211
La Harpe, IL 61450



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie Worden
18949 Richardson Rd
Charlevoix, MI 49720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ann Yoder
6057 37th Ave SW
Seattle, WA 98126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joy Malavear
724 Village Green Dr
Desoto, TX 75115-2208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Wiley
72 Chimney Hill Rd
Rochester, NY 14612
 



(585) 227-4544



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Hertzler, Jr.
1232 High Street
Lancaster, PA 17603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Huron  Wright-Campbell
307 Holyoke Drive
York, PA 17402
 



7177986099



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Cathy M Carey
17696 cumana Terrace
San Diego, CA 92128
 



(858) 385-0419



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
christian hartleben
732 spring lane
philadelphia, PA 19128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Hodgins
25688 Whittemore Dr
Calabasas, CA 91302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Max Quijano
150 Allan st.
Toronto, ON M6K 3B9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amadeus Xephyros
5020 Brampton Parkway
Ellicottt City, MD 21043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Lahey
1504 W Farwell Ave, #3
Chicago, IL 60626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Hang
335 SE Lilly ave. apt. D
Corvallis, OR 97333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Weis
2827 Martin
Bellingham, WA 98226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
keith parker
3095 Duncan Drive
missoula, MT 59802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kari Jackson
2076 Highview Road
Atlanta, GA 30311-2537



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Veronique Hart Saxton
307 Lincoln Street
Wayland, NY 14572
 



585-610-3757



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bryan Gangwere
3517 Newcomer Ln
Flower Mound, TX 75022
 



2149064709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paul rosin
waripori
wellington, ot 6023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jennifer kilgore
4648 dapple lane
boulder, CO 80301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Traci Koon
1807 Trimble Avenue
Port Vue, PA 15133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Guru Sandesh Khalsa
22 Meadow St.
Milford, CT 06460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Chally
828 Purvis Rd
Sunrise Beach, MO 65079-6581



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Starhill
301 Caribou Pass Cir
Lafayette, CO 80026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Meg Mishler
1680 NE 48th Ct.
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33334



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am a resident of Southern California and have watched the destruction of beautiful
habitats and the wildlife they supported due to the diversion of water to this desert region.
For this reason, I am writing to you because I care about the Great Basin and all the plants
and animals that live there and would hate to see it suffer the same fate as California.  I
am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options? 
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Ng



960 Edgecliffe Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90026-1502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan Bailin, Ph.D.
11900 Atlantic Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JOHN GOLDING
3706 quigley
Oakland, CA 94619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David L Bixler MD FCCP FACP
16149 41st Ave NE
Lake Forest  Park, WA 98155-6725
 



(360) 388-1800



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan Bailin, Ph.D.
11900 Atlantic Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leanee pohl
p o box 4214
rtb, AL 48945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
david gregory
1633 edgecliffe dr.
los angeles, CA 90026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Koloze
1711 Hubert St
Dallas, TX 75206-7905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gertruida Wessels
58 Van Heerden Street, Capital Park
Capital Park, Pretoria
Pretoria, Gauteng, South Africa, ot 0084



 
0726773243



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Vonder Haarf
2312 Victory Drive
Alexandria, VA 22303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Milana Valetina
10 Wyfold rd
London, ot SW6 6SJ



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jana Menard
309 Glenmore Way
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150-6149



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. susanna sorin
P.O. Box 2578
Helendale, CA 92342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
j hopp
echo la
melville, NY 11747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Luke Foster
1901 Palm Village Blvd. #255
Bay City, TX 77414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bernadette  van der Loo
PO Box 213
Tamariu , ot 17212
 



34639823124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Because I care deeply about the Great Basin's ecological health, I am writing to you today
because I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to abstract and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
Why would you agree to pump fossil water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting its water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management, and technical options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lenard Milich
6632 N Calle Padre Felipe
Tucson, AZ 85718-1907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Lowden
9702 Rosemary drive
Cypress, CA 90630
 



714-484-1680



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Antonio Delgado Fenoy
Ruta del Melocoton, 28
Torre del Mar, ot 29740
 



34-627347220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin Suyehara
2012 West 180th Place
Torrance, CA 90504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tammy Du
5585 Pacific Coast Highway
Long Beach, CA 90804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Laverty
55 Bardolier Lane
Bay Shore, NY 11706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tammy Du
5585 Pacific Coast Highway
Long Beach, CA 90804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim Covey
600 De Anza Way
Oxnard, CA 93033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hervé Bottin
149 rue Jean Jaurès
Villejuif, ot 94800



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Groves
310 Hale St.
San Francisco, CA 94134
 



(415) 334-9779



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Amy Perrin
14 Cottage Street
Claremont, NH 03743
 



6036670201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
richard collins
11 oak ridge dr
maynard, MA 01754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evrim Baykal
221 NW 5th Ave.
Portland, OR 97209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth O'Leary
1009 Woody Drive
Soiuth Park, PA 15129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bodil Ribel
Bogeskoven 133
Glostrup, ot 2600



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Vigoda
254 Dorset G
Boca Raton, FL 33434-3079



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Tugadi
96 Peachtree Street
Nashville, TN 37210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jennifer tolentino
10212 kaimu drive
huntington beach, CA 92646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Art Shelly
P O Box 1554
Easton, PA 18044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Hoess
11183 Pottowatomie Trail
Walkerton, IN 46574



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irene Casey
32 Pinders Farm Drive
Warrington, ot WA1 2GF



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
diletta bianco
via ponte prelle
vico canavese, ot 10080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
diletta bianco
via ponte prelle
vico canavese, ot 10080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sonja Wild
27 Rebhaldenstrasse
Herrliberg, ot 8704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mike mcginn
8645 s yarrow
littleton, CO 80128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CAtherine Loudis
219 butterfield Rd
San Ansellmo, CA 94960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Judy          Ann Cohen
office manager
2730 Middle Road
Davenport, IA 52803



 
(563) 359-6736



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Abel
Zimmerhof
Harsens Island, MI 48028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carola Ebertz-Knop
Quintusstrasse 43
Walsrode, ot 29664
 



05161/609212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Diskin
132 Bowers Ave Apt 1
Watertown, NY 13601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philippe Raway
Avenue du Castillon 31
Chastre, ot 1450



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Pereira
193 Blackmer St
New Bedford, MA 02744



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there and elsewhere on God's green earth that are being threatened by
the human population explosion.  In 1800 there were about ONE Billion humans on this
planet, now, 200 years later, there are nearly SEVEN Billion.  Humans must NOT
appropriate all the resources for themselves.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While a definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal are obviously NOT environmentally sound (unless, of course, the
greedy gobblers convince you that only human life needs to be taken into account).
 
It is estimated that water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great
Basin shrubland habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and
annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand
acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial
streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Wedum
19 Bigfoot Road/PO Box 1086
Cloudcroft, NM 88317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ken mitsch
parkview ave.
willow grove, PA 19090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Fox
104 Midway Dr.
Oliver Springs, TN 37840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Husar
1023 w jefferson
Fort Wayne , IN 46802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Riegle
5393 Tara Hill Dr
Dublin, OH 43017
 



614-932-9673



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Michael Haskell
7 Sweetbrier Lane
Scarborough, ME 04074
 



207-749-3255



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Geoffrey Thulin
PO Box 93
Cashtown, PA 17310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
AJ Canepa
21047 NE 91st ST
Redmond, WA 98053



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john gray
anastasia blvd
st.augustine, FL 32080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Quinn
1305 Oak Park Ave.
Norfolk, VA 23503
 



(757) 321-8137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emerson Spry
420 12th Street Apt. K3R
Brooklyn, NY 11215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex Balboa
1996 Waverly Drive
Bel Air, MD 21015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Priapi
PO Box 2501
Aquebogue, NY 11931



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Iris & Patty  Yermak
505 hillcrest av
Wilmington, DE 19809
 



3027628353



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Adam Blumenthal
1139 School St
Pittsburgh, PA 15220-2718
 



4127799466



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tami Paquette
58 Hawthorne Hill Rd
Farmington, NH 03835



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Mitruk
283 Main West
Port Colborne, ON L3K 3V7



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Smith
796 East 19th Street
Brooklyn, NY 11230-1808



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I've seen and I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the
plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Story
111 Fulton Street PH 201
New York, NY 10038



 
2122553084



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brandi Gardner
322 Rattington Circle
Warsaw, IN 46582
 



574-265-5884



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Ramos Delgado
Barrio Mata de Plátano Carretera 990
Luquillo, PR 00773



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Serra
2747 Via Capri
Clearwater, FL 33764



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gordon Seyfarth
62982 birch road
vandalia, MI 49095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
christopher gill
48 west salome ave.
akron, OH 44310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doris Presgraves
101  Masters  Dr.
Kearneysville, WV 25430



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mr petrusa
n6561 state rd. #22
wild rose, WI 54984
 



6045265009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
D Nicholson
40630 Brecken Ridge Lane
Plymouth, MI 48170



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Smith
796 East 19th Street
Brooklyn, NY 11230-1808



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dameon Torrey
846 Gilbert St
Atlanta, GA 30316-2478



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. D. Weiler
413 W. Loula
Olathe, KS 66061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rodney Martin
143 Laurie Ln.
Lititz, PA 17543



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L. Maeve Ward
22 Carver Road
Newton, MA 02461
 



617-527-5331



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Eaton
776 Grapevine Lane
Prescott, AZ 86305
 



928-776-8333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cherie schiafone
4751 bonita beach rd
bonita springs, FL 34134



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Bradford
Briarcliff
Moore, OK 73170



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vickie McAlister
396 Blackfoot Ave.
Eugene, OR 97404-1660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Ganong
Dickinson College 870
Carlisle, PA 17013-2698



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Hupp
3400 Townsend Blvd #121
JACKSONVILLE, FL 32277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Simonsen
PO Box 339
Medical Lake, WA 99022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margot B Giardino
Av Marechal Camara, 233 - 5 floor
Castelo
Rio de Janeiro, ot 20020-080





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Walter von Schonfeld
2002 Wilshire Dr
Durham, NC 27707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Leonis
8176 Wycliffe Dr.
Cincinnati, OH 45244



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Ruth Nielsen
127 Glen Mawr Drive
Black Hawk, CO 80422



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Lydic
2227 McAleer Rd
Sewickley, PA 15143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russell Scott
10009 Kilnstone Ln.
Raleigh, NC 27613
 



919-427-0821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria  Hagis Rodriguez
2631 Maple St.
Des Plaines, IL 60018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Manning
75 W. 68th St.
New York, NY 10023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele  Tursi
4117 Oak Village Landing
Fairfax, VA 22033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rio valencia
5106 morning dove mews
midlothian, VA 23112
 



804-356-2753



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen McNeill
149 Lodewyck
Mount Clemens, MI 48043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Schogel
402 W Manheim St
Philadelphia, PA 19144-4123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Conley
5676 D Street
Springfield, OR 97478-5491



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margie Hackett
15105 NW 76th Street
Parkville, MO 64152-1622
 



816-520-6469



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Mager
530 Stotts Mill Rd.
Wendell, NC 27591



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vince Gonzalez
343 Pacific St
Brooklyn, NY 11217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
patricia lasek
8432 trenton falls rd
po box 56
barneveld, NY 13304



 
3158963932



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yvonne Pratt
2 Frank st
Patchogue, NY 11772



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am logically angry at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export
57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Hanson
1020 Via Merano Court
Winter Park, FL 32789-1300
 
407-645-0717



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Esther Prexl
7000 NW 94th Terrace
Tamarac, FL 33321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Gina Cross
6699 Fox Centre Pkwy
Gloucester, VA 23061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerilyn Capaccione
3896 Green Garden Road
Aliquippa, PA 15001
 



724-419-3067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Dolan
702 W. Thomas Rd.
Wheaton, IL 60187



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Henry
S74W21574 Field Drive
Muskego, WI 53150



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Langton
teacher
PO Box 38
La Plata, MD 20646



 
3018038025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sharon coughlin
26 meadowbrook road
boonton twp, NJ 07005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Mr. King...Making a desert where there is no need for another one is not good land
management policy. This is another example of the wrongheaded and selfish actions of
people who care nothing for the natural beauty that wilderness can provide for souls
desperately in need at times of uncertainty and stress which we all now face.  Making
another fast-buck for the slick operators is not what our country needs after eight years of
that game, that we are still trying to dig ourselves out of. 



 
Don't serve the 1%!  A lot of the 99% still vote!
 
Sincerely,
 
William Mason
201 Lakeside Dr.
South Salem, NY 10590
 
914/533-6369



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Block
11561 Brookwood Dr
Orland Park, IL 60467
 



(708) 717-3863



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly McCarthy
1204 Londonwood Street
Brandon, FL 33510
 



8137607355



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Nemet
PO Box 23269
Santa Fe, NM 87502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Estes
689A Co. Rd. 700N
Toledo, IL 62468



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim Rose
6125 old ct rd
Boca Raton, FL 33433



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
charlie young
po box 232
mendocino, CA 95460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nora De La Pena
Alba 36-1 Insurgentes Cuicuilco
Distrito Federal, ot 04530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Long
325 East 72 St
New York, NY 10021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Myles  Robertson
2024 Ted Hines Dr.
Tallahassee, FL 32308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rabecca Gainey
1342 Poplar Level Road
Louisville, KY 40217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chet jakus
2121 w aspen acres dr
prescott, AZ 86303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Grote
1243 Morstein Rd
West Chester, PA 19380



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dani Duke
2819 Brookside Dr
Iowa City, IA 52245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
grant Maloney
4525 Park Dr
Houston, TX 77023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Javier Ramirez
6 Davis ave
Northboro, MA 01532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosanne Nangle
9759 Beauclerc Terrace
Jacksonville, FL 32257



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mariko Wheeler
410 E. Cherry Ave.
Flagstaff, AZ 86001
 



928-556-8696



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Dai Morello
984 Harrison Ferry
White Pine, TN 37890



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Phyl Morello
984 Harrison Ferry
White Pine, TN 37890



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leah Foster
1412 General Pershing Street
New Orleans, LA 70115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bobby Reagan
747 Bandera Blvd
Bandera, TX 78003
 



8306886699



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
B Morello
984 Harrison Ferry
White Pine, TN 37890



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S.M. Carter
Hamilton
Hamilton, NY 13346



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Davis
1326 Watchung Ave.
Plainfield, NJ 07060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. james roberts
p.o. box 5821
sugarloaf, CA 92386



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary O'Brien
11252 Chestnut Grove Square , Apt #347
Reston, VA 20190



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Lawrence
10 Saxony Drive
Harrison City, PA 15636



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Lawrence
10 Saxony Drive
Harrison City, PA 15636



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy F
1200 Commonwealth Ave #20
Allston, MA 02134



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evelyn Santos
13556 Trumball St
Whittier, CA 90605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan creel
7017 Dorr Fence Rd.
Bagdad, FL 32530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Lahoda
25 Tracey Dr.
Lawrenceville, NJ 08648



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Sylvester
1911 Winnebago St
Madison, WI 53704
 



608-219-8157



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Garry Minor
632 7th st
Columbus, IN 47201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael McCarthy
76 Lyall Street
West Roxbury, MA 02132
 



6173271811



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Black
19160 Junipero Serra Dr.
Sonoma, CA 95476



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Igor Givotovsky
68 Haverhill Rd
Amesbury, MA 01913



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MLT(ASCP) David Rechs
221 S. Maple Ave. #A
Oak Park, IL 60302
 



(708) 383-7363



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Biehl
2105 Whitfield Lane
Orlando, FL 32835



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Forrest
612 Bethany Ch Rd
Moravian Falls, NC 28654-9755



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Florence Morris
955 Culver Road
Rochester, NY 14609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
m jones
14 high
amboy, NJ 08861-4711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
How about a pipeline to get flood waters from Mid West (spring) N.D. to your area-
generating electricltiy as it moves in your direction!!!
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
edgar gehlert



150 rosh rd
rogersville, TN 37857
 
423-921-8166



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jimmie Smith
2821 Dove Meadow Drive
Garland, TX 75043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a scientist once stated about this water source:  "So what do you do when you've
depleted this water source?"   Water is finite; we cannot continue to add people to the
planet when we do not have the resources to support increased population.  Somewhere,
some time, the message has to be driven home.  Now, with this water source, is the
"where" and "time"
.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.



 
Sincerely,
 
Connie Ball
549 W Pipe Springs Dr
Kanab, UT 84741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Mathews
Bell Rd.
Surprise, AZ 85374



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Watson
917 E Washington St
Boise, ID 83712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry King
4154 Mountain View Ave
Oakland, CA 94605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Candyce Doyle
P.O. Box 31
Rosemont, NJ 0556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roxana Huggins
4948 W. Hardy Rd
Tucson, AZ 85742



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
counsel Myron Scott
315 W. Riviera Dr.
Tempe, AZ 85282
 



480-968-2179



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ewoud kortenhoff
cite du barrage
rochemaure, ot 07400



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valerie Trimarco
40-36 204th Street
Bayside, NY 11361



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Clyne
10917 S Oakley Ave
Chicago, IL 60643-3221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am one of the people who defend Nevada as being a gorgeous state. I first feel in love
when driving from Colorado to Sacramento to visit my brother. Since then, I spend more
and more time exploring its remote beauty. There is so much wildlife and so many
interesting plants. Great Basin National Park, Wheeler Peak and Lehman Caves have
become favorite places, and places where I bring friends. Other more remote places have
become sanctuaries.
 
I was shocked to hear about the request of the Southern Nevada Water Authority's to
pump and export almost 60 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. I have always wondered why the environment and other states' water
supplies should be abused for such an unsustainable city in the desert. And I especially
wonder since the city's real estate boom has turned to bust.
 
The Great Basin is not some wasteland only there for human insatiable consumption. But
it will become a wasteland if this transfer is approved. Water will be increasingly scarce
over time. It should not be used to promote unsustainable growth where it makes no
ecological sense. It is time someone, you, started the process going in a better direction.
The focus should be on sustainable development with smart growth, increased
conservation, and even desalination.
 
I hope that you will deny this application for an interbasin transfer of water as not being
environmentally sound. With significantly lower water tables, i worry about invasive
grasses taking over. I worry about the local and migrating birds and all the wildlife who
depend on springs and perennial streams. I worry about a whole ecosystem.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Sample
96 Shadow Lane
Golden, CO 80401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriel de la Iglesia
8930 W Flagler St Apt 108
Miami, FL 33174-3957
 



3059793731



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicholas Petti
301 J North Main
Fort Bragg, CA 95437



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
pam nelson
38723 hwy 79
warner springs, CA 92086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gale Thomasson
12885 W. Co. Rd. 18
Fostoria, OH 44830



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Murty
2261Market Street
San Francisco, CA 94114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Comiskey
1963 Wavecrest Ave.
McKinleyville, CA 95519



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alana Shapiro-Tate
10 Baycrest Court
Newport Beach, CA 92660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol L. Collins
6013 Patridge Dr.
Pearland, TX 77584-8333
 



281 489-7738



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Isabel Chase
58 Crescent Drive
Ridgefield, CT 06877



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Miller
3728 Laurel Street
New Orleans, LA 70115-1330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mills Tandy
3509 Lafayette Ave
Austin, TX 78722



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen McCabe
8131 31 ave sw
Seattle, WA 98126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
martin donohoe
5015I Foothills Rd
Lake Oswego, OR 97034
 



5038196979



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Puddy
1704-45 Southport Street
Toronto, ON M6S 3N5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Convener Donald Clark
P.O.Box 220
54 Peterson Lane
PleasantHill, TN 38578



 
(931) 277-5467



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
laura montoya
p.o. box 7742
santa cruz, CA 96061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Love
111 Groveland Ave
Riverside, IL 60546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Certified Fitnes Dean & Janet M Schlarbaum
Certified Fitness Trainer/Cosmetologist
5201 W. Iron Springs Rd.
Prescott, AZ 86305-7034



 
928-771-9043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Rouby
12 av du Plateau
Lyon, ot 69009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michele largman
2 oxford lane
hackettstown, NJ 07840
 



908-850-3473



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Epstein
5620 Oregon Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Collins
5620 Oregon Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Sheetz
306 S. Oak St.
Odon, IN 47562



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pauline Willman
201 Reist
Williamsville, NY 14221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wayne Truax
120 Hollow Lane
Dillsburg, PA 17019
 



717-432-3796



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marion Kraus
Kantstr. 2
Heidenheim, ot 89522



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Jedlicka
9009 Richmond Ave. #503
Houston, TX 77063



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Dobski
PO Box 7
Haines Falls, NY 12436-0007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabrielle King
36500 31 Mile
Lenox, MI 48050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The Great Basin is an invaluable resource that we need to preserve for the unique plants
and animals that live there and as a treasure to visit.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Kieffer



1115 Lower River Road
Livingston, KY 40445-8679



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Honkomp
18755 Old Jamestown Rd
Florissant, MO 63034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhian Parker
19 Kenn Road
Clevedon, ot BS21 6EP



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dominique Holy
219 Evergreen
Calgary, AB T2y3y8



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Lesem
90 James Ave
Burlington, VT 05408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. jennifer foy
po box 294640
phelan, CA 92329



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Kucaba
2730 N. Greenview, Unit K
Chicago, IL 60614
 



773-296-4356



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorena Havens
po box 179
Acme, WA 98220
 



360-592-2980



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
m L noethen
7050 n cmo de fray
tucson, AZ 85718
 



(520) 544-2151



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Rosalik
3201 E Ft Lowell Rd apt 1028
Tucson , AZ 85716
 



(520) 203-7473



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Antonella Nielsen
Rørsangervej 47
Copenhagen, ot 2400



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Luanne Poindexter
1242 E. 7th St.  Loft 103
Los Angeles, CA 90021-1527
 



(213)6888-7913



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Miller
2005 Willow Ridge Circle
Kent, OH 44240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Wylie
1200 7th Street
Novato, CA 94945-2210
 



(415) 898-8340



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
C. Morales
2000 Avenue of the Stars, St 400 N T
Los Angeles, CA 90067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carmen n'ha Lydia
PO Box 294
IDANHA, OR 97350-0294



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Blain
43447 Calle Carabana
Temecula, CA 92592
 



951-302-9141



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Rhea
2395 Kings Ct
Marion, IA 52302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
associate archit Anne E Buttyan
1225 Princeton #C
Santa Monica, CA 90404
 



(213) 500-0176



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Katie Franklin
1613 7th St
Los Osos, CA 93402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Stephens
75 Gatewood
London, ON n5y5a4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S Bennington
5325 Tequesta Dr.
W.Bloomfield, MI 48323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
(( The Other Options are the only options.  Weigh the pros and cons and start seeing
environmental hazards to a project as cons that of course can outweigh the pros as is the
case here!!))
 
Sincerely,
 



Bree Williams
7205 Mentor Ave. E104
Mentor, OH 44060
 
216-403-4638



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Petit
867 Peaceful Valley Dr
Cleveland, GA 30528



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Morgan Clark
203 Academy St
South Orange, NJ 07079



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerald Thompson
2845 Grand Ave.
Granite City, IL 62040/3604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzy Lawrence
1925 Jo Mac Rd
Chapel Hill, NC 27516
 



919-942-7734



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marya lucca-thyberg
1510 n 53 st
Omaha, NE 68104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Schulze
416 Ridgeview Road
Sherman, TX 75092
 



(903) 893-1051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Mather
9412 Maler Rd
San Diego, CA 92129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Patty Hastings
HC 63 Box 23
Saratoga, WY 82331



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. David MacLean
6422 Alloway Court
Springfield, VA 22152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Astrid Keup
Löhrbachsgraben 5
Allendorf, ot 35469



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristen Amodeo
39 Parmalee Hill Road
Newtown, CT 06470



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyilynn Smith
780 3rd Circle #106
A-106
Verro Beach, FL 32962



 
772-647-8981



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
IAN Bosserman
2270 Juniper Avenue
Morro Bay, CA 93442



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Cunningham
908 Bonita Drive
Encinitas, CA 92024
 



816-803-2540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Goodwin
94 Obtuse Road South
Brookfield, CT 06804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Napolitano
4528 Ridge Road
Mount Airy, MD 21771



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kenneth serco
hubert humphrey dr
chestnut ridge, NY 10977



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Wilkie
102 Walnut St.
Berea, KY 40403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Grace  Quiroz Salgado
Poland
Youngstown, OH 212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs Lori Slaney
5827 Skewen Street
Humble, TX 77346
 



8324394558



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sarah collins
31728 elmwood
garden citym, MI 48135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jaime Nahman
21233 Colina Dr
Topanga, CA 90290
 



3104551922



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Paro
246A Yantic Street
Norwich, CT 06360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim Tarleton
901 Kensington Dr., Apt. E
Cary, NC 27511-4153



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Quigg
838 Harriet Ln.
Barrington, IL 60010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Gallagher
N5295 Broughton Rd
Albany, WI 53502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances Haywood
1209 E Lyons Ave Spc 182
Spokane, WA 99208-5148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Kelly, CPA/Attorney at Law
707 Glen Abbey Drive
Mansfield, TX 76063
 



817-453-1756



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
As long as we use money as a medium of exchange, we will always have poverty. It's the
basic economic principle of supply and demand. There must be a constant and increasing
demand for money; otherwise it's valueless.  Those who most need money must
continually labor for it simply to survive. The more people need it, the more willing they are
to do abominable things to get it.  Wealthy and politically powerful people control the
money supply, restricting global trade for profits.  Used for world domination and the
spread of terrorism, those who control it wage wars and pass trade agreements
impoverishing the many to benefit the few.  We don't have to barter individual goods and
products.  By voluntarily using our skills and abilities to benefit humanity by structuring
service, social and
industrial unions to produce, develop and distribute the world's resources we can abolish
the overwhelming social ills caused by money: poverty, homelessness, global
environmental destruction, waste, illiteracy, war, injustice, crime, slavery, governmental
and corporate corruption and fraud, overpopulation and ill health around the world.  Only
by abolishing money can international cooperation secure genuine world peace, aided by
the use of Esperanto, the international language of peace.  <antigoldrush.com>
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 



The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Gilmore
930 Post. St., #14
San Francisco, CA 94109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Cameron
4357 Vireo Avenue
Bronx, NY 10470



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miriam Dailey
448 S. Williams Ave.
Sioux Falls, SD 57104
 



16053315878



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phyllis J Chavez
2112 Ocean Park Blvd., Apt. 5
Santa Monica, CA 90405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Magaret Mueller
5078 Lord Alfred Court
Sharonville, OH 45241-2187



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Lafave
36 wellington st
bloomfield, ON k0k1g0



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peg LeClair
4950 Wandering Circle
Colorado Springs, CO 80917
 



719-637-2972



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a resident of Las Vegas, Nevada since 1971, I am appalled at the Southern Nevada
Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betty Sabo
3137 Palmdesert Way
Las Vegas, NV 89120
 



(702) 898-8303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Collier
P.O. Box 574
Vashon, WA 98070
 



(206) 463-3552



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Connie Charles
2097 N. Marshall Avenue
El Cajon, CA 92020
 



619 322-9666



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Carton
student, artist
1286 47th ave
san francisco, CA 94122





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Pike-Roberts
8329 East Floyd Rd
Rome, NY 13440



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louise Brooke
4642 Burgundy Ln.
Boulder, CO 80301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorlan Bales
818 W. 33rd St. N
Wichita, KS 67204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Educational Assi Ann Cordero
Educational Assistant
2814 Lilac Street
Longview, WA 98632



 
(360) 577-8626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laina Shockley
2517 E Washington St
Orlando, FL 32803
 



407-228-0721



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natasha Sherman
742 Estates Blvd
Mercerville, NJ 08619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erica Feliciano
138 South Stiles Street
Linden, NJ 07036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Rodgers
7406 ne 145th pl
kenmore, WA 98028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Olson
1036 Sw 47th Ave
Plantation, FL 33317
 



754-234-4242



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kimberly gronemeyer
3541 tobago lane #101
tampa, FL 33614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
giovanna gramignano
via sicilia
magione, ID 06060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mercedes DiMaio
1912 W Aileen St
Tampa, FL 33607
 



813-748-2845



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Pryor
2104 Pin Oak Drive
Springdale, AR 72762



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Kristina Heiks
2786 Hwy 194 N
Boone, NC 28607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allan Yorkowitz
49 Albemarle Rd
Colonia, NJ 07067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Kehl
PO Box 596
Beverly, OH 45715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris McCarty
2909 S. Ocean Blvd. #3C
Highland Beach, FL 33487-1819



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brent Gallagher
2878 Flannery Rd.
Park Hills, MO 63601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paul ohearn
276 braxton way
edgewater, MD 21037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
The American wild is a symbol of America.  Please protect it.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Aston
155 N Liberty St



Alexandria, OH 43001-9611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I may not live there,but I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals
that live there. I  also realize that water needs in this part of the country are suffering from
drought!!  I cannot believe the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
Why should  this water be pumped to southern Nevada, to support unsustainable growth
??? There are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation
smart growth management and desalination options! When all the resources are gone
because we fail to conserve, what next???
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute, currently requires the state engineer, YOU, to
deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the proposed transfer
would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
UNACCEPTABLE!!!
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur.
UNACCEPTABLE!!!
 
 Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. Instead help them learn how to conserve the valuable
water they do have.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Kepner
105 Mill Rd
Hampton, NH 03842-3338



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicholas Merry
90 North Arch Street
Johnson City, NY 13790



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. RoseMarie Generalovich
1200 Port Lane
Sarasota, FL 34242-2643



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Connolly
9 Compton Circle
Mill Valley, CA 94941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marsha Heaton
1870 Kreidt Drive
Orlando, FL 32818-5342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frederick Rosen
537 N. Bethlehem Pike
Ambler, PA 19002
 



2156466835



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ted Farone
421 West  Bazille Way
Green Valley, AZ 85614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sawatdee sanlavun
4504 gridley rd.
silver spring, MD 20906



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zed Langston
4000 Jessen Dr
Eugene, OR 97402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Hardesty
23176 Rock Ridge Rd.
Morrison, CO 80465
 



303-697-0482



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Orrick
4365 Raleigh Ave Apt 403
Alexandria, VA 22304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dottie Lavine
609  Yates Pl
Zebulon, NC 27597
 



919-269-0223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Alvarez-Cruz
8517 Fathom Cir Unit A
Austin, TX 78750



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Smith
18121 24th Ave NE
Shoreline, WA 98155



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherri Hawkins
51 Overhills
Putney, VT 05346



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Brown
105 Austin Drive
Folsom, CA 95630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Audrey Muller
6915 park avenue
Guttenberg, NJ 07093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Klaus Wilde
Delligerweg 7
Wessling, ot 82234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Gnade
9715 Kelly Brook
Sandy, UT 84092



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Montgomery
22522 Ave San Luis
Woodland Hills, CA 91364



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave Fontaine
South 22nd St.
Grand Forks, ND 58201
 



7017759120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Finch
9432 Mayflower Ct
Laurel, MD 20723
 



301-776-7697



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julieanne Pogue
117 Greenwing Court
Georgetown, KY 40324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate Nichols
2902 Cowgill Ave
Bellingham, WA 98225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy Schramm
1335 N. Jackson St.
Waukegan, IL 60085-1858
 



847-782-8674



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Cynthia Smith
26281 Avenida Calidad
Mission Viejo, CA 92691-3250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ray Lovelace
26 Eototo Road
El Prado, NM 87529



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Grant Rotramel
6217 W. 41st Ave, #7
Wheat Ridge, CO 80033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Nelson Baker
40410 Fitzgerald Rd
Bethesda, OH 43719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Younker
PO Box 102573
Denver, CO 80250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Toni Adisano
2066 W 7 Street
Brooklyn, NY 11223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria McGlashan
1253 Saint Charles Ave
Lakewood, OH 44107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Keith Morris
1522 1/2 Rosalia Rd.
Los Angeles, CA 90027-5520
 



323-644-7547



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Victoria Fuler
Dufort
Sagle, ID 83860



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Warren
6294 103rd Ave
Pinellas Park, FL 33782



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Grace
PO box 256
Stony Point, NY 10980



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cruz Subia
1621 40th Street Ct
Evans, CO 80620
 



970-515-6577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Hughes
Columbia
Cincinnati, OH 45215 3545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Hryc
242 River Road
Maxfield, ME 04453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Victoria Pitchford
1704 Victoria Park
Toronto, ON m1r1r5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jackie fritz
2114 Simplicity
Irvine, CA 92620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allison Hansen
112 Richfield Square
Courtice, ON L1E 3G4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Luanne Alomair
20097 SW Corrine St
Beaverton, OR 97007
 



503 313 3747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
johanna Klinsky
320 E. 21st. St.
Chicago, IL 60616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
becky hassett
81 gray rd
colebrook, NH 03576



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Agnès JEAN
12 impasse Champfleury
VALREAS, ot 84600



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DAVID MONDEJAR
44 Fischer Avenue
Rosendale, NY 12472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elisabeth Bechmann
Neugebäudeplatz
St. Pölten, ot 03100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Veronica Casale
224 Seagull Drive
Tarpon Springs, FL 34689-5019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kory steelman
PO Box 1194
Occidental, CA 95465



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
hector rodriguez
4225 hampton # 203
elmhurst, NY 11373



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alea Schechter
P.O. Box 215
Paauilo, HI 96776



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Carlino
549 Quail Bush Ct
San Jose, CA 95117
 



(408) 249-2968



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Tamplin
15 Oaklands Way
Wallington, ot SM6 9RR
 



+44 (0)208773316



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Renata Bartoli, PhD
8 Briar Walk
Edgware, ot ha8



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sibylle Schwarz
P.O.Box: 6099
Bonnyville, AB T9N 2G7



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Janice VrMeer
1386 Owen Ct
Penryn, CA 95663



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie h
9816 Sagamore Rd.
Leawood, KS 66206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shirley Ramstrom
2451 Castlewood Dr.
Redding, CA 96002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
aron shevis
302 windsor pl
brooklyn, NY 11218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mel Bearns
3212 Meadowbrook Dr
Concord, CA 94519
 



925.363.4911



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Weales
3716 s. McCall st.
S.L.C., UT 84115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice  Rogers-Levy
10605 NW McDaniel Rd.
Portland , OR 97229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Anna Costantino
Michelangelo, 206
Lucera, ot 71036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M. Virginia Grady
2950 Xenon St.
WHEAT RIDGE, CO 80215-6540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Rivet
15501 Bruce B. Downs Blvd., Apt. 3313
Apt. 1310
Tampa, FL 33647-1353





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Stufflebeam
19178 S. Echo Dell Lane
Oregon City, OR 97045
 



503-631-4452



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Berchen
P.O. Box 652
Albion, CA 95410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tammy Havens
41 Havens Road
Sussex, NJ 07461



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Gamble
914 W. Perch Ave.
Ridgecrest, CA 93555
 



(760) 375-7097



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Woods
10742 S Komensky Ave
Oak Lawn, IL 60453-5367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judi Ambrosius
P. O. box 1345
Alturas, CA 96101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee-Ann Smith
Rifle Range
Johannesburg, ot 2190



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne Preston
638A Rhode Island St.
San Francisco, CA 94107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Brazzell
3200 Hikes Ln
Louisville, KY 40220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Peck
220 San Andreas Ridge
Watsonville, CA 95076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine DeGraw
285 Lafayette St.
New York, NY 10012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlyn Cohen
5222 N. Whispering Hills Lane
Tucson, AZ 85704
 



(520) 544-2651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lorraine foster
8205 se 9th ave
portland, OR 97202-6533



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Warrillow
301 Key West Mews
Cary, NC 27513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Wanda Hood
3436 Kossuth Ave
Milton, FL 32583
 



334-222=5053



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tamara Kreimerman
palmas 885
Mexico city, ot 11000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sheryl harris
3113 Mayflower Street
Sarasota, FL 34231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Clayman
17030 Cats Den Rd.
Chagrin Falls, OH 44023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey M Dickemann
2901 Humphrey Ave.
Richmond, CA 94804
 



(510) 215-6965



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Brockett
12718 E 101 N
Idaho Falls, ID 83401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mark novotny
5413 6th ave
countryside, IL 60525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Gilbert
20665 Nancy Court
Cupertino, CA 95014
 



408-252-6819



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Ream
15506 Kendall Cr Rd
Clinton, MT 59825-9708
 



406 825 6200



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I have never believed in taking water from the North Florida area and sending to Miami,
Florida. So, of course I am not interested in having water from the Great Basin shipped to
Las Vegas. Each of these areas will have to survive (and conserve) on what they have. It
is just natural that they do that!!!
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret L Fogg
1312 Carson Drive
Tallahassee, FL 32305
 
(850) 877-1986



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joan Cummings
PO BOX 32
South  Woodstock, CT 06267



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michele macey-null
64 SIERRA DRIVE
pittsburgh, PA 15239
 



7243252565



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Kofler
142 Carson Dr.
Kitchener, ON N2B 2Z2



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Khalil
teacher
3 Prospect St. APT 2F
 New Rochelle, NY 10805





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenna Chrol
6369 Country Club Drive
huntington, WV 25705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jaimi Haig
626 South Elizabeth St
Salt Lake City, UT 84102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Florence Robin
Les Noels
Vildé Guingalan, ot 22980



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Gray
263 Hoke Ave.
Oceanside, NY 11572



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ana Salinas
10309 Wildwood Hills
Austin, TX 78737
 



(512) 288-6278



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evelyn Dominguez
3368 Barbaray Way
Holland, MI 49424



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan McKeown
1119 N 26th St
Billings, MT 59101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Donna Charter
1209 Thannisch Court
Arlington, TX 76011-4842



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darryl Garris
24300 Oxnard Street
Woodland Hills, CA 91367
 



(818) 326-0921



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Dotson
135 S RAILROAD ST
OAK HARBOR, OH 43449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DR CHRISTOPHER F DELRIEGO
4428 BERMUDA AVE
SAN DIEGO, CA 92107
 



(619) 221-1912



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M Sullivan
1268 Cleveland Heights Blvd.
Cleveland Heights, OH 44121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
vik sarakula
1
s, ot 22222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
abigail gibson
1535 kings hwy
dallas, TX 75208
 



214-941-1201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Kelso
555 Risso Ct
Santa Cruz, CA 95062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A Hansen
Winthrop Rd
Asheville, NC 28806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Brazeau
2557 Springville Way
Henderson, NV 89052
 



802 334-2304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Peloso
1206 N. Danville St
Arlington, VA 22201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Brian Lutenegger
711 N Wayne St Apt 105
Arlington, VA 22201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juliet Lin
44547 Savery Dr.
Canton, MI 48187



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
brad holmes
6801 bluffridge lane
indianapolis, IN 46278



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Richard D Leonard
245 East 63rd St., 25C
New  York, NY 10065
 



(212) 838-0956



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan Fortner
785 Settlement Drive
Lancaster, KY 40444



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Meehan
285 Fairway Dr.
Santa Rosa Beach, FL 32459



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Greene
1014 Norwood Ave.
Durham, NC 27707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rita Kester
461 Camino Providencia
Rio Rico, AZ 85648
 



(520) 761-8519



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I'm writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matt Miksys
7s065 suffield ct
westmont, IL 60559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr and Mrs Richard N Huff
4918 Nevada Avenue
Fort Wagnerian , IN 46815-7335



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Peace
3381 S. Fairfax St.
Denver, CO 80222
 



(303) 757-1564



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Agricultural Bio Deborah Dexter-Mendez
2732 E. Griffith Way
Fresno, CA 93726



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Tracey Kleber
345 South Anita Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90049
 



(310) 472-9042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brad Walrod
5587 State Route 52
Kenoza Lake, NY 12750-5208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nina Grzembski
1280 Raleigh Ct. Apt. 101
Glendale Heights, IL 61
 



630-456-4648



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gene Ulmer
1408 E 5935 S
Salt Lake City, UT 84121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Bryan
PO BOX 2353
Durango, CO 81302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valerie Bavisotto
314 W. Birchwood Ave.
Palatine, IL 60067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would we pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Teresa Saenz Robles
1108 Heberton Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15206
 



4123628189



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Depleting resources to feed an unsustainable demand is suicidal.  There are other ways to
address the problem.  I urge your department to investigate and implement them.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Lupovitz



6544 Darlington Road
Pittsburgh, PA 15217-1840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Hood
7695 Cook Road
Plain City, OH 43064-9300



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ms. mindy bradburn
1770 nursery road
the woodlands, TX 77380
 



3373228615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Beanblossom
3701 Montclair Av.
Louisville, KY 40218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robyn Barnes
1211-K Trillium Circle
Raleigh, NC 27606
 



919-859-3994



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Jones
1702 Rutrough RD SE #20
Roanoke, VA 24014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Dougherty
1239 Pine Ridge Dr
Perkiomenville, PA 18074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S janes
5326 newport dr
lisle, IL 60532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norma McNeill
639 Park Drive, NE
Atlanta, GA 30306
 



4048758100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Martin-Brodak
5251 Hunters Ridge
Holly, MI 48442



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kaaren A Zvonik
275-G Farenholt Ave PMB 56
Tamuning, GU 96913
 



671-647-1492



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yoichi Nagano
71 Jefferson Ave, Apt. 2
Brooklyn, NY 11216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nancy taylor
7
pacific Grove, CA 93950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nick page
5720 windgate drive
ferndale, WA 98248



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrub-land
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dry-land grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and spring
snails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the
imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine DuBois
1705 Felix Ave
Arcata, CA 95521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Reilly
Juniper Avenue
East Kilbride, ot G75 9JP



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Malia Tui
3492 Cannon Creek Circle
W. Valley City, UT 84119
 



801-462-6653



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joann m
1423 N. McKinley Rd.
arlington, Va., VA 22205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael House
3906 19th st
San Francisco, CA 94114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Carver-Gay
3606 Park Lane
Bloomington, IN 47408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael McGowan
40 Sunnyside Ln
Orinda, CA 94563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Samantha Cuff
29 Currituck Ct.
Bunker Hill, WV 25413



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Bleecker
77 Gunn Road
Keene, NH 03431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glen A Twombly
2066 Mustang Lane,
Arcata, CA 95521-4523
 



707-826-7506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Polczynski
Po Box 3483
Pagosa Springs, CO 81147
 



9702649188



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalie Brod
10001 Perry
Overland Park, KS 66212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carole  Bard
1709 Mlildred
Marquette, MI 49855



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James D Wagner
4897 E alnut St
Westerville, OH 43081
 



(614) 882-2563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Max Rydqvist
40 Thistlewood Drive
Binghamton, NY 13903
 



607-348-5301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Daniel Klein
326 12th St., Apt. 2R
Brooklyn, NY 11215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S Simonet
10913 NE 29th Av
Vancouver, WA 98686



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanne Curtis
240 School Hill Road
Goshen, CT 06756



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ray Clopton
33950 Skyline Dr.
Golden, CO 80403
 



303-642-0279



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dean shamblen
1108 dixon st.
emerson, NE 68733



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Michetti
605 sheila st
mt horeb, WI 53572



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
After watching this you'll say, "I did not see that coming!"
http://vimeo.com/7761485
Expertly shot & edited. Done with so much insight & attention to detail that most women
who see it can't believe it was created by a man.
http://www.imdb.com/name/nm0033811/
 jeff, great job on your short.
>  very clean. i am impressed
>  peace
http://www.imdb.com/name/nm1843310/
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the



severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Archuleta
941 Stuart
Denver, CO 80204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Jenkins
14380 Salt Creek Rd.
Dallas, OR 97338



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha E Moravek
2502 Droxford Drive
Houston, TX 77008-3017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lyne Forget
Gouin Blvd.
Montreal, QC H3L 1A6



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arthur Bell
1513 Westbridge Drive
Provo, UT 84601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Kosinski
45 Park Pl
New Britain, CT 06052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe  Gutkoski
304 N 18th ave
Bozeman, MT 59715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen Havey
PO Box 32688
Santa fe, NM 87594



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lyne Forget
Gouin Blvd.
Montreal, QC H3L 1A6



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Anderson
2413 Madison square
Philadelphia, PA 19146
 



267-973-0410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chai Blair-Stahn
1130 8th Avenue
Honolulu, HI 96816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Herlinger
6110 Pecan Lane
Katy, TX 77493-1101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vicky Matsui
541 19th Ave
Seattle, WA 98122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jim D Ewing
1039 Bedford Avenue
Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33403
 



(215) 752-1960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matt Maras
1248 Herschel Ave.
Cincinnati, OH 45208
 



(513) 396-6005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ann Lenore Eifert
1150 Carmel Drive
Dubuque, IA 52003-7998



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Ochs
926 Pineview Dr.
West Chester, PA 19380
 



(610) 696-3984



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stephanie cross
28 sewall st apt 5
augusta, ME 04330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gordon Feighner
4612 SE Main
Portland, OR 97215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Fitzgibbon
5819 NE Glisan #521
Portland, OR 97213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deb Christensen
191 W Adams
Manteno, IL 60950
 



(815) 468-3676



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Mercer
1548 E. Elegante Dr.
Casa Grande, AZ 85122
 



5204231934



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Cuneo
29230 Bon Mar Drive
Warren, MI 48088-3878



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susan shaw
519 nimrod st.
nevada city, CA 95959



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Charlene Root
8634 Friends Avenue
Whittier, CA 90602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
In addition to all these environmental reasons for blocking this application, the City of Las
Vegas has a shrinking population and an unsustainable economy.  Please do not despoil
one area to benefit another that can never last.
 
Sincerely,
 



Constance Sutton
877 The Alameda
Berkeley, CA 94707
 
510.526.0831



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Gerwin
742 Medina St
Philadelphia, PA 19147



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Servadio
158 Cedarhurst Lane
Milford, CT 06461



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Neimark
6018 N. Oakley Ave.
Chicago, IL 60659
 



773 274-9921



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Truelove
17 South Drive
Martinsville, IN 46151-2669



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Steinmeyer
Pastorenkamp 14
Wagenfeld, ot 49419



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan mantle
810 Holcomb Ave.
Reno, NV 89502-0910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Tatton
10 Landing Lane Apt. 4E
New Brunswick, NJ 08901-1036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Victoria Brady
1725 9th St.
Berkeley, CA 94710



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Ethridge
335 S. Rivershire Dr.
Conroe, TX 77304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edwina Smith
258 Caselli Ave
San Francisco, CA 94114-2323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Bonzo-Savage
2041 Bethesda Church Road
Madison, NC 27025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
barb fath
8152 Achterman Rd
Pleasant Plain, OH 45162



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Reiner
11001-301 Dylan's Walk Rd.
Chester, VA 23831
 



609-304-3955



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Kaminski
1517 Wellington Place
Aberdeen, NJ 07747-1937



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Feeney
515 Concord Ave
Boulder, CO 80304
 



(303) 447-0973



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Evans
1142 Bel Air CT
Modesto, CA 95350



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Brogden
Dog prepper
692 Chilton Co. Rd. 95
Calera, AL 35040-2565



 
205-230-6775



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Mercer
1548 E. Elegante Dr.
Casa Grande, AZ 85122
 



5204231934



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
r forest
po box 393
new paltz, NY 12561



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
derek peterson
2828 e 3100 s
salt lake city, UT 84109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Linda L Carroll
390 Audubon St. Apt. D
New Orleans, LA 70118
 



lindalouise701184951@yahoo.com



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
samantha cole
4708 ne 55th circle
vancouver, WA 98661



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stacy wilkins
2174 n clearlake rd
west branch, MI 48661



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Saavedra
1651 Mitchell Ave. Apt. #O4
Tustin, CA 92780



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lindsay Byrne
420 13th Ave E
Seattle, WA 98102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lis L Fleming
1107 Halifax Ave
Davis, CA 95616
 



(530) 756-6430



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liz Terveer
5950 E 400 N
Craigville, IN 46731



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
SANDRA ROCHA
OPORTO
OPORTO, ot 004250475



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zoe Masters
545 Glenmeadows Road
kelowna, BC V1V 1W8



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
KIRSTIE Palmer
831 N. LUCIA AVE.
REDONDO BEACH, CA 90277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Kugler
7753 Jane Long Rd
Sanger, TX 76266



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Foote
20670 Via Amarilla
Yoorba Linda, CA 92886



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J. Bruce Carll
279 Beebe Run Rd.
Bridgeton, NJ 08302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Ollove
105 Gregory Island Road
South Hamilton, MA 01982



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kady Cummings
1677 Silverwood Dr
Tallahassee, FL 32301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
R. Brent Palmer
1384 Courthouse Rd
Palmyra, VA 22963-4484



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenda Jody
1006 Cor-Lon Way
Corbin, KY 40701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We are writing to you because we care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants
and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rodney and Terri Jones
3255 E 2120 Rd
Hugo, OK 74743
 



5803266284



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen Powers
PO BOX 2826
Homer, AK 99603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Barbell
202 Adams St.
Ithaca, NY 14850
 



607-273-0352



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dylan Edwards
2884 Spring Blvd. Apt. 10
Eugene, OR 97403
 



(415) 322-3339



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa FitzGerald
4880 E Skycrest Circle
Salt Lake City, UT 84108
 



8014742321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Porter
5001 N. 11th Ave.
Phoenix, AZ 85013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Laird
315 Alameda Boulevard
Coronado, CA 92118-1134



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jere E Bowden
175 Takeda Way
Athens, GA 30605
 



(706) 549-8687



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jere E Bowden
175 Takeda Way
Athens, GA 30605
 



(706) 549-8687



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john earl
300 five oaks dr
Covington, GA 30014-0413



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Green
29008 Outlook Lane
Sedro Woolley, WA 98284



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr Ann Summy
34 W Etruria St.
Seattle, WA 98119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Beasley
809 Galaxy Dr
Jackson, TN 38305
 



615 243-0545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "inter-basin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an inter-basin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrub land
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dry land grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like Cheat grass and Sahara Mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and spring-
snails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the
imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Ms Carla Compton, Advocate/Activist/Humanist
 
Ms Carla Compton
Disabled
6762 Juniper Lane



Placerville, CA 95667
 
530-642-1877



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n/a Anna Drummond
P. O. Box 3303
GRass Valley, CA 95945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Blunt
6721 E Redfield Rd
Scottsdale, AZ 85254
 



480 948 1276



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Morris
58975 Carmelita Circle
Yucca Valley, CA 92284
 



7603657229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen MacArthur
2860 Starlight Drive
Titusville, FL 32796-2555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Gillis
499 Dix Ave
Queensbury, NY 12804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jolyn Bowler
19 LeMoyne Ave #90
Hilton Head Island, SC 29928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Char West
844 S. Bagley Creek Rd
Port Angeles, WA 98362
 



360-452-4606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stefani Aguallo
2206 W 229th St
Torrance , CA 90501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n/a michaelain kanzer
2944 whitehead st
miami, FL 33133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tanya Croke
PO Box 72
Tunbridge, VT 05077



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Young
8904 Easton Rd
Revere, PA 18953-0517



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kelley Scanlon
281 Norwood Avenue
Syracuse, NY 13206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine  Houtakker
585 co rd z
Sinsinawa, WI 53824



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john swiencicki
14451 n. alamo canyon dr.
tucson, AZ 85755
 



5208255377



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phyllis Whittington
7840 SW Walnut Lane
Portland, OR 97225
 



503-297-6344



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tudy Garrett
937 Cecelia Drive
Glen Ellen, CA 95442-9646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Moore
11515 Applejack Ct.
Cincinnati, OH 45249
 



5133686517



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Logan
27701 Barrett Drive
Santa Clarita, CA 91350
 



(661) 296-9480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Audrey Taylor
7359 North 12th Street
Kalamazoo, MI 49009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Vandehey
20481 Winlock Lane
Fossil, OR 97830



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Burton
2013 Morgan St
Houston, TX 77006-2109
 



713-636-9645



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Dunn
P.O. Box 1024
Vashon, WA 98070-1024
 



206-903-9639



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
karralena castaway
6 vernon ave
LIMESTONE, ME 04750
 



325 4587



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Faye Straus
318 Maverick Ct.
Lafayette, CA 94549



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. ellen  guzzi
590 warfield rd.
no. plainfield, NJ 07063



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chrissy bailey
7712 Pippit Ct SE
Olympia, WA 98513
 



360-870-128-0



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mandy L King
3193 Barrington Ave Apt F
Los Angeles, CA 90066
 



(310) 397-6194



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Phillips
1708 Kittrell Avenue
Maryville, TN 37804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Barry
17 Carlida Road
Groveland, MD 01834
 



978-902-5976



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please.  Our world is devolving.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Monica Goulart
9100 E. Raintree Dr. # 145
Scottsdale, AZ 85260



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Ko
433 W 34th St
New York, NY 10001
 



6466424774



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tony Marra
42 Terrapin Trail
Crawfordville, FL 32327
 



850 322 8216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janny Hickman
396 Kingfisher Lane
Mills River, NC 28759



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alisha Langerman
180 Shore Acres Rd.
Parsonsfield, ME 04047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. kathleen finch
10836 main st.
clarence, NY 14031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Beach
31 Mountain View ave.
Albany, NY 12205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
KAY  RICHESON
1750 9th AVENUE
SACRAMENTO, CA 95818



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Comesrunningbuck
533 Garfield St.
Lander, WY 82520-3021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ANN ALESSI
21 BLAIR ST
N. fort Myers, FL 33903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Toni Cotter
67-77 136th Street
Kew Gardens Hills,, NY 11367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce M Cotter
2568 laurel ridge drive
decatur, GA 30033
 



(404) 636-2577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Torrisi
2874  West Lake Rd
Skaneateles, NY 13152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phyllisa Allinson
PO Box 462098
Escondido, CA 92046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
janice martin
5641 forrest rise ct.
indianapolis, IN 46203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathy lee
973 grove pl
costa mesa, CA 92627
 



949-642-1995



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Earl Stevens
3847 Cardiff Court
Loveland, CO 80538



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Bergh
1901 South Baker Road
Balsam Lake, WI 54810



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Marcy Moyer
411 Hunter Ave
Bronx, NY 10464



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paola Medina
53 Plaza 6 Gran Vista 2
Gurabo, PR 00778



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Pike
372 Browncroft Blvd Apt 3
Rochester, NY 14609-7820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
wanda hoover
1802 birchwood lane #21
rockford, IL 61107-1866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Douglas
9669 Devedente Drive
Owings Mills, MD 21117-5424



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Nierenberg
365 Edgewood Ave.
Teaneck, NJ 07666



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Hundt
103 Missouri Drive
Riverdale, ND 58565
 



702-515-1599



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Porter
307 McCabe Avenue
Bradley Beach, NJ 07720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ed J Pushich
431 N Vinedo Ave.
Pasadena, CA 91107
 



(626) 399-2127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annalisa Cutler
350 Athena Ave.
Bernalillo, NM 87004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angi Tilley
2429 NW 47th
Oklahoma City, OK 73112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss Patricia  G G Kinsman
11671 N Europa Pl
Tucson, AZ 85737



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JOANNA FONG
3649 CHARIETTE AVE.
ROSEMEAD, CA 91770



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kathryn Britton
Attorney
3757 Vienna Drive
Aptos, CA 95003-2830



 
(831) 688-1495



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ross Patterson
Po box 7775, #10587
San Francisco, CA 94120-7775



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Darbro
5311 SW 22 Terr.
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Minnie Chen
38 crestview dr.
Woodbridge, CT 06525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Robinson
30 N Thetford Rd
Lyme, NH 03768



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Berggren
8 Suffolk Ave
maplewood, NJ 07040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Caraballo
432 S. Julian Street
Naperville, IL 60540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Austin Fite
1474 Paseo de Oro
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272
 



(310) 801-7654



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Moye
173 olonial drive
Goldsboro, NC 27534



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Pantall
142 Benton Road
Stevensville, MD 21666



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DIANA GUZMAN
GALAXIAS 620
APODACA, ot 66600
 



8183862175



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Ranger
967 Huron St, E.
London, ON N5Y4K5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Kushigian
31 Cranberry Lane
Dennis Port, MA 02639



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gayle Smith
56 Yankee Point Dr
Carmel, CA 93923



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim Durnell
3087 Daisy Mine Rd.
Rice, WA 99167



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
j barker
pob 17873
boulder, CO 80308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Cope
211 Bridge St.
Collegeville, PA 19426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Alford
9947 Stedman RD SE
Olympia, WA 98513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Alford
9947 Stedman RD SE
Olympia, WA 98513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claudia Cass
460 Carroll Drive
Granite City, IL 62040
 



(618) 797-3227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nick Hood
5036 Peppertree Rd.
Clemmons, NC 27012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. James Roberts
215 S Ellis St
Palouse, WA 99161
 



(509) 878-1631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa Parcell
6024 Little Sandy Road
Elkview, WV 25071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Candy Godfrey
2560 Oakgrove N.W.
Grand Rapids, MI 49504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Momich
7839 NC 208
Marshall, NC 28753



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jo Pfeffer
2811 Ozark Drive
St. Louis, MO 63122
 



314.74.1698



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Brown
10830 Creekwood Drive
Felton, CA 95018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melanie Allsup
P.O. Box 412
West Liberty, IA 52776



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Berroll
1623 3rd Avenue
New York, NY 10128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan Klemer
4225 N. Creswell Way
Boise, ID 83713



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. peggy acosta
155 n 2nd st
womelsdorf, PA 19567
 



(610) 589-2093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristin  Kirk
100 Bayo Vista Way
San Rafael, CA 94901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am concerned about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and
am disappointed in the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Todd Hahn
1507 Riverbend Crossing
Sugar Land, TX 77478



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L. Watchempino
P.O. Box 407
Pueblo of Acoma, NM 87034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
pam lauer
2025 maria ct
arcata, CA 95521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Grant Low
2110 Highland Dr
Prosser, WA 99350-1195
 



(509) 786-2429



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tiffany Diamond
8283 Hwy 94 N
West Alton, MO 63386



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
THOMAS M. Scott
P.O. BOX 2677
Lake Arrowhead, CA 92352-2677
 



(760) 977-8446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Tracy Ouellette
14078 MacTaggart Ave
Bow, WA 98232
 



(360) 766-4490



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
charlie wilson
13222 state highway 160
walnut grove, CA 95690



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alicia Guzman
7001 w 113th pl
worth , IL 60482



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julio Zumaran
Bello Horizonte 140
Lima, ot 41



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julio Zumaran
Bello Horizonte 140
Lima, ot 41



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce Selig
N11822 Pratt  RD
Elcho, WI 54428-9744
 



(715) 275-4213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Inge Jacobsen
14 Poplar Ave.
North Brunswick, NJ 08902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erica McDonald
1507 Miller Farms Rd.
Germantown, TN 38138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristina Wulbern
1060 W. Lava Lane
Flagstaff, AZ 86001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Esther Allman
984 North Butternut
Frankfort, IL 60423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keelin Mayer
1749 W. 17th St #2
Chicago, IL 60608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Cristina
5534 Mt Pleasant Road
Port Angeles, WA 98362
 



206.817.4498



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Brossmer
5557 NE Echo Lake Road
Mercer, WI 54547-9238



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Myers
prefer not to answer
Huntington Beach, CA 92649



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Blake Wu
570 cove
san leandro, CA 94578
 



(510) 614-7343



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valerie Friedman
7948 Snowberry Circle
Orlando, FL 32819
 



4075788056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joan abbott
3170 brookview drive
marietta, GA 30068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Shannon Meckley
138 Apache Trail
Carbondale, CO 81623



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Mehlinger
36 Frankel Rd.
Massapequa, NY 11758



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Todd Hartman
1603 Imperial Drive
Glenview, IL 60026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Miller
50 Norfolk Ct.
Vallejo, CA 94591
 



7073429006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Herbert Mcatty
2309 Beverlyb
Berkleym, MI 48072
 



2485437942



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Lasahn
808 Balra Drive
El Cerrito, CA 94530-3002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Galanos
1213 Columbine Drive
Garland, TX 75043
 



9728228594



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Alexander Theodossis
1159A Glen Huntly Road
Melbourne, ot 3163



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allison Lovell
1105 13th street
Bellingham, WA 98225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss Claire Schram
4251 S Washington St
Englewood, CO 80113
 



(303) 758-8434



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Chenoweth
10209 Little Creek Circle
Dripping Springs, TX 78620
 



512-972-1670



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump that water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Long
36 Oxford Ct
Englishtown, NJ 07726



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Torelli
2633 Lupine St
Lake Isabella, CA 93240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexandra Sipiora
40 E Chicago Ave 202
Chicago, IL 60611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex Gibson
521 W Prospect Mt Dr
Estes Park, CO 80517



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex Gibson
521 W Prospect Mt Dr
Estes Park, CO 80517



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cassandra Gaines
2815 Floral Rd NW
Albuquerque, NM 87104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aaron Needham
541 Michigan St #6
Lawrence, KS 66044
 



785-764-3231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Blochowiak
1894 Farmington Road
East Cleveland, OH 44112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jallyn de Leon
277 Avenue C Apt. 8G
New York, NY 10009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Mathers
66 Brookwood Terrace
Nashville, TN 37205
 



615-474-3020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
allison owen
4703 sandcastle cir
st augustine , FL 32084



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Reicher
4 Avenue at Port Imperial
West New York, NJ 07093
 



917-363-8721



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L Whipple
McCadden
LA, CA 90038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Mulcahy
6838 E. Osborn Rd
Scottsdale, AZ 85251



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Heaton
4216 Mt.Vernon Rd. S.E.
Cedar Rapids, IA 52403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tia pearson
po box 861697
wahiawa, HI 96786



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Goddard
8060 Kavanagh Road
Baltimore, MD 21222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carl Harline
1728 S. 300 E.
Salt Lake City, UT 84115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marian Petersen
1243 Pueblo Ct.
Redding, CA 96001
 



530-241-7907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Foster
2010 Elka Lane
Madison, WI 53704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kristin Howard
PO Box 62
Tesuque, NM 87574-0062
 



505-982-1577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Recently I have begun traveling the country, viewing tits wondrous beauty. I have not yet
made it to the Great Basin, but I sure appreciate all those who came before and conserved
for future generations beautious lands  that are now in our National Forests.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Janice Gintzler
5241 W James Ln
Creswood, IL 60445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Vázquez
Taller 791, Ed. 7, apt. 402
Mexico City, ot 15900



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maeve Callaghan
7521 N Octavia
Chicago, IL 60631
 



7737744883



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Dean
3528 Atwood Ave 308
Madison, WI 53714



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Nicole Naab
3250 Parkview Ave. apt.7
Pittsburgh, PA 15213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CRISTINA CHAOS
LOPE MATEO
GIRONA, ot 17310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cristina Novelo
Rafael Garcia Auly 64
Veracruz, ot 91910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Dian Berger
5639 E. Gateway Dr.
Boise, ID 83716
 



208-383-0075



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JC Delettrez
1229 West Ave.
Buffalo, NY 14213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Beilke
11755 SW 114th Place
Tigard, OR 97223
 



503-639-3519



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexis Ching
PO Box 1226
Kamuela, HI 96743



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paulina Briano-Mazique
8463 De Soto Ave. Unit 16
Unit 16
Canoga Park, CA 91304





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Bates
5620 Magnolia Run Cir Apt 201
Virginia Beach, VA 23464



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Bonfiglio
1111 Carlisle Drive
San Mateo, CA 94402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zak Ryersbach
PO Box 1281
Telluride, CO 81435



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pam Pierce
1255 e citrus ave
Redlands, CA 92374



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Carol Abraham
Via Aosta, 15
Candia Canavese TO, ot 10010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicholas D'Amato
1541 Warwick Ave., P.O. Box #125
Folcroft, PA 19032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not,
given the catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this
groundwater extraction, as documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft
environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stichting Medicinewheel
Xxxx
Xxx, ot Cxx



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Hiner Kasten
10229 East Essex Village Drive
Tucson, AZ 85748
 



520-615-1534



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Bailey
4511 Clarno Dr
Austin, TX 78749



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Johns
1504 Boatright Dr. NE
Albuquerque, NM 87112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janelle Pollock
5475 S E 72nd Avenue
Carlisle, IA 50047-9560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss Genevieve Deppong
10664 Baxter Ave
Los Altos, CA 94024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sundee Zeller
5404 E. Golder Ranch Dr.
Tucson, AZ 85739



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Hopper
1630 Anniston Ave.
Daytona Beach, FL 32117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Krista Gobby
1660 Via Pacifica, G101
Corona, CA 92882



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
brian lamb
po box 290453
phelan, CA 92329
 



760-881-6614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irmgard Gutersohn
Moeglinger Str
Asperg, ot 71679



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Pamela Haun
8747 SW 50th Place
Cooper City, FL 33328



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lorraine yee
3724 tarval st.
sf, CA 94116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Kaufman
936 N. Keystone St.
Burbank, CA 91506-1525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marietta Matthews
1306 N Brook Ct.
Ellensburg, WA 98926



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dawn florio
8136 maplegrove
north royalton, OH 44133
 



(440) 237-2112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
evan kleinberg
10 old pine drive
east hampton, NY 11937
 



(212) 812-9783



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jules Fraytwet
401 Hawthorne Lane STE 110 PMB 270
Charlotte, NC 28204
 



(704) 236-0465



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terrence Oberto
10181 E. Cardiff place
Tucson, AZ 85748



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ana Rumbak
Suboticka
Zagreb, ot 10000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
SUSAN POSNER
5040 Codorniz Way
Oceanside, CA 92057



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Bromer
325 Silver Hill Rd
Easton, CT 06612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
treasurer Jo Kowal
4871 Old Bainbridge Rd.
Tallahassee, FL 32303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Constance Franklin
808 1/3 Laguna Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheila  Carton
971 so. 1400 west
SLC, UT 84104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Ogden
910 McCord Hollow Rd.
Hohenwald, TN 38462-5305
 



931-796-0549



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Spencer Selander
PO Box 363, 341 Pioneer AVE
341 Pioneer Ave NE
Castle Rock, WA 98611-0363



 
360-274-6536



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Family MacRae
41 Storer Drive
Toronto, ON M9M 1X6



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
trent haling
204 gen. chennault N.E.
albuquerque, NM 87123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce Bower
132 Duval Street
Citrus Heights, CA 95621-0267



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy  Lien
32297 Lakeview Dr
Lake City, MN 55041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
caroline ready
24 Still River Depot Road
Still River, Ma., MA 01467
 



978456-8361



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Damara Stone
PO Box 3942
Truckee, CA 96160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Julia Trujillo
9042 SW 113 Pl. Cir. E.
Miami, FL 33176-1180



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Chiarandini
via Gorizia 91c
Dresden, ot 33100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Breanna Ross
PO Box 563
Marland, OK 74644



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
freddie williams
p.o. box 12334, benoryn,
benoni, ot 01504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Michael Ewanus
3005 SW 22 Terrace
Pembroke Park, FL 33009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Tonkin Wheeler
36 Old Dennett Road
Kittery, ME 03904
 



(207) 439-4381



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Moore
P.O. Box 385
Paradox, CO 81429



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chantal van beveren
heidestraat
tervuren, ot 3080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Margie sare
2781 County road 422
LAKE PANASOFFKEE, FL 33538
 



3525681674



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
valentina khoury
8303 E Vista Dr
Scottsdale, AZ 85250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Stephens
4117 Crow Rock Rd.
Myersville, MD 21773-8829



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
citizen JoAnn T Gerfen
1203 Sandstone Lane
Santa Maria, CA 93454
 



(805) 349-2773



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James  Poe
222 East Woodrow Ave
Columbus, OH 43207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James  Poe
222 East Woodrow Ave
Columbus, OH 43207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
janet cade
125 dalhousie ave
st catharines, ON l2n 4x5
 



905 937 7649



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cristiano pinnow
guaíba
viamão, ot 94480315



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James  Poe
222 East Woodrow Ave
Columbus, OH 43207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlene Cooper
246 Plank Rd.
Poestenkill, NY 12140



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. DIANE KASTEL
1658 DOVER COURT  UNIT A
WHEATON, IL 60189-8444
 



630-456-4927



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Jordan
1407 Abbott Rd
Lynden, WA 98264
 



360-354-3736



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bidde Hetherington
4405 Martinique
Wichita Falls, TX 76308
 



9406920656



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Freeman
PO Box 622
Odenville, AL 35120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vincent  Lagauche
Perivolos-Emboriou
Santorini, ot 84703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jo Ann  Norton
1538 SE Ramona Street
Portland, OR 97202
 



5032368359



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laraine Turk
PO Box 305
Joshua Tree, CA 92252



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Singdahlsen
110 Sierra Azul
Santa Fe, NM 87507
 



505/474-6257



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
peter tessier
21 Thompson Hill Rd
po box 202
Eaton, NH 03832





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samantha Bristoe
24 Vicarage Lane Ennerdale Bridge
Cleator, ot CA23 3BE



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carole Shurtz Havelka
1100 SW 18 St
Boca Raton, FL 33486



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Ann Ewing
1221 Olivia Street
Key West, FL 33040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura L Bradley
107 Philip Road
Oxford, MS 38655
 



(662) 234-1155



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tom elliott
33 Oakbridge Court, Unit 37
Madison, WI 53717
 



(608) 833-0486



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Do a better job conserving water.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Day
1171 Crestmoor Dr



Boulder, CO 80303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jake Moav
Remez 35
Rishon, ot 35982



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Reesor
PO Box 522
Milford, MI 48381-0522



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Wood
115 Major Court
Roswell, GA 30076
 



770-993-1597



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sam You
14630 Highland Ridge
San Antonio, TX 78233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carole burns
438 Mass. Ave
arlington, MA 02474



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Dougll
9651 E. Shiloh St
Tucson, AZ 85748



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Tracy Ferguson
6030 42nd Ave. N.
ST. PETERSBURG, FL 33709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melisa Nunn
1257 Plumas St.
Reno, NV 89509



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcia Rowand
24871 US Hwy 50
Texas Creek, CO 81223
 



(719) 276-3842



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Lynch
565 Lehigh Circle
Erie, CO 80516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer  Evans
12135 Bishopsford Drive
Tampa, FL 33626
 



813-841-1432



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irene                            Hartwig
208 South Placita Aldaco
Tucson, AZ 85710-3733
 



520 240 6980



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Moll
5884 Milton Ave
Sarasota, FL 34243



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
reba worden
lawrence
ballston spa, NY 12020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Lammers
2917 Sterling Drive
Carroll, OH 43112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elizabth kelson
29904 lee rd
evergreen, CO 80439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Water transfer is a very short-sighted and temporary solution to what is going to become
the biggest problem of the 21st century.   Conservation should be the first step:  let the
people of Las Vegas first minimize their use of water and recycle what they use.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Sowerwine
18 East Elm Street
 
Rocky Mount, NC 27804-2723
 
252 985-1804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna MacDougall
158 NE 19th St
Oak Island, NC 28465



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Noe
108 Oliver Street
Ashland City, TN 37015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Williams
7390 Drew Circle, apt. 3
Westland, MI 48185



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cynthia molinero
po box 440274
aurora, CO 80044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
christy fermoile
4602 canyon ridge ln
r, NV 89523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tanja Förch
Albertus-Magnus-Strasse 34
Ingolstadt, ot 85049



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Linda Cabanban
904 A Harvest Trail
Yorkville, IL 60560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Nowak
1226 Calle La Mirada
Santa Fe, NM 87507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Sartor
311 S. Prospect Ave.
REedondo Beach, CA 90277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marsha Talifarro
1918 W Hazelwood Pkwy
Phoenix, AZ 85015
 



6023360337



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Albert
Teacher
70-20 108th Street
Forest Hills, NY 11375





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rochelle Foran
7241 E 350 N
Attica, IN 47918
 



7657621407



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Headley
121 SE 276th street
Cross City, FL 32628



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Karen Miller
129 Martha Drive
Corpus Christi, TX 78418
 



3619453873



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruka Kato
9809 Squaw Valley Dr.
Vienna, VA 22182
 



(718) 779-0158



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
charles parent
791 piette meadow rd
hinesburg, VT 05461
 



(802) 482-4772



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tanja Rieger
Ilsahl 41
Neumünster, ot 24536



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gilbert Smischny
1165 6th Rd.
Wilson, KS 67490



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
This email comes to you because of the concern regarding  the Great Basin and all the
plants and animals that live there, it is appalling for the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in denying the request for the Southern Nevada
Water Authority water right application.
 
 
Sincerely,
 



Kim Pendergrass
12216 10 Ave. So.
Burien, WA 98168



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Danforth
1357 Hall Ranch Rd
Grafton, VT 05146



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Erdman
19403 St. Francis St.
Livonia, MI 48152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support recklessly
irresponsible and senseless unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting
the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny any application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is absolutely not, given the catastrophic
and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's ill conceived and ill advised water-right
applications based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In
light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands,
they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. David Randall
5 Longacre Court
Port Jefferson, NY 11777





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Levin
222 E. Montgomery Ave.
Ardmore, PA 19003-3346



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Weber
7621 Paradise Beach
Pasadena, MD 21122-3514



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger Mills
8345 Granite Court
Dexter, MI 48130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Morado
2712 Towner Blvd
Ann Arbor, MI 48104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Friedman
P.O. Box 17
Willow, NY 12495



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Alison Armstrong
214 70th St. #2C
Guttenberg, NJ 07093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
E. Cordova
do not send mail
Bloomfield, NJ 07003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Oppenhuizen
8135 Olive Trail
West OLIVE, MI 49460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Sola
44 Central Ave
North Haven, CT 06473



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MS. Liz Collins
649 North Illinois St.
Arlington, VA 22205
 



703-524-2187



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Scott
1534 Oak Avenue
Boulder, CO 80304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Neill
24 Perkins Cove Rd
Ogunquit, ME 03907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Croissant
120 Perkins Avenue
Vallejo`, CA 94590



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Heritier
14521 Marlow
Oak Park, MI 48237-1515



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Art Stevenson
1515 State Hwy 80
Babcock, WI 54413
 



715-884-6996



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
janice mouton
1307 grant st
evanston, IL 60201-2624
 



847 475 4529



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
KEVIN KREISS
668 S KING ST #211
apt 211
SEATTLE, WA 98104





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adele Myers
PO BOX 261
Meadow Valley, CA 95956
 



(530) 283-4731



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Parisoff
4720 E Scarlett St
 Tucson, AZ 85711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Buerger
50 Schroeder Ct. #104
Madison, WI 53711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Mills
590 Allenhurst Rd.
Amherst, NY 14226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Carpenter
340 Esplanade Ave APT 21
Pacifica, CA 94044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philipp Eixeres
556 Stafford Dr
Westfield, IN 46074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Corina Ortiz
2217 Gatlun Creek
Dripping Springs, TX 78620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. robert J meier
6241 morse ave
north hollywood, CA 916506
 



(818) 766-9648



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Bradshaw
314 East 78th Street
New York, NY 10075-2240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jennifer Bennett
917 West 22nd Street
Erie, PA 16502-2418
 



(814) 459-5043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mona christenson-fansher
11353 salem st
henderson, CO 80640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betty Walters
4053 Sunshine Canyon
Boulder, CO 80302
 



(303) 444-3915



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William C. Briggs, Jr.
46 - 20th Court
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. May P ONeal
434 Abiso Ave.
san Antonio, TX 78209
 



(210) 824-3108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elsie Au
Hadley
St. Louis, MO 63101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
KAREN LOWERY
6021 S HOPDOWN LANE
TUCSON, AZ 85746
 



(520) 883-2543



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Laffer
51 Wilson Ave
North Plainfield, NJ 07060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sidney Pearson
875 Glendale Ter NE, Apt. 7
Atlanta, GA 30308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Gouge
7524 Carriage Lane
Pittsburgh, PA 15221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. jack eich
18763 felton rd
morrison, IL 61270
 



8157724004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Shrum
P.O. Box 23702
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-0702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Stordahl
1505 Garfield Ave.
Marquette, MI 49855
 



906-226-7887



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorenza Fiori
Via Riccitelli, 40/A
Chieti, ot 66100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robina E Lee
2015 SE Larch Ave
Portland, OR 97214
 



(503) 230-6974



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rita Casolari
Via del Lavoro 52
Italy
Bologna, ot 40127





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cary Woodland
1257 30th street
Ogden, UT 84403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Marie  Morris
7219 Avenida Altisima
Palos Verdes Peninsula, CA 90275



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Deakin
437 Allens Branch Rd
Sylva, NC 28779



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Gosnell
24536 Marsh Hawk Lane
Georgetown, DE 19947
 



(302) 934-1068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
allsya aaron
276 via di citta
henderson, NV 89011
 



702-361-2891



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
allsya aaron
276 via di citta
henderson, NV 89011
 



702-361-2891



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clayton Graham
206 Selby Ranch Rd. Apt. 1
Sacramento, CA 95864



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne  Seiber
880 C Street
Ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
César Pérez Fernández
35 Villardondiego st.
Madrid, ot 28032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Allman
984 North Butternut
Frankfort, IL 60423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ángela de Jesús  Cerviño González
35 Villardondiego st.
Madird, ot 28032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Elder
627 dogwood st
Lake Jackson, TX 77566



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Francisco Javier Pérez Cerviño
35 Villardondiego st.
Madrid, ot 28032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
César Pérez Cerviño
35 Villardondiego st.
Madrid, ot 28032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colleen McKenna
85 Old Pennellville Rd.
Brunswick, ME 04011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carolyn massey
632 1/2 north 6th
quincy, IL 62301
 



217-653-7934



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan bell
2550 California Ave.
Carmichael, CA 95608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenny Clark
1516 243RD PL SE
Bothell, WA 98021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Carr
135 SW Minnie Glen
LAKE CITY, FL 32025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Dear Mr. King,
 
Our current impact on the Basin's resources is already unsustainable - while I will not hold
my breath waiting for negative growth, our unchecked expansion has to come to an end
sooner or later, and the sooner the better. The future of urban planning and the most
important engineering challenges ahead of us lie in doing more with less, not in finding
more efficient ways to maintain our current agenda of living on borrowed time and
sustaining human behaviors that will lead inexorably to resource exhaustion.
 
I understand that since I am not a resident of your state, or even a nearby state, you may
question what right I have to make suggestions to you about the use of "your" water
resources. I could object that we are all citizens of the Earth and entitled to voice concerns
about our responsible stewardship of her water - and in fact I do hold this view - but the
message I am more interested in sending you is this: I know you are a conservator,
because you would not be in your job if these issues were of no concern to you. My
message to you is the same to individuals in my own state who must make management
decisions that satisfy everyone from the public to the business sector to their own
environmental consciences: we stand behind conservation efforts 100% and are willing to
sacrifice our convenience for their furtherance, because that convenience is based upon a
myth: the myth that water is an unlimited resource. I urge you as I urge authorities in my
own state: turn your back on the developers, whose interests must necessarily conflict with
conservation efforts. We will support you. We do not support further development. Every
decision of this type leaves someone disappointed, but if we do not decide positively that
we are for conservation and against development, it will be the land and its non-human life
every time.
 
Building a city like Las Vegas in the desert demonstrates the difference between an
engineering challenge and an indefensible squandering of resources in the name of profit.
I have been to Arizona and seen much beauty there, but none of it is to be found within a
bastion of greed sustained only by siphoning off the water that can only be said to "belong
to all" on one condition: that they use it responsibly.
 
Thank you for your time.
 
###
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and



eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bronson Curry
2817 O'Kelly Street
Raleigh, NC 27607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vaughan Amare
8845 13th Ave SW
Seattle, WA 98106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Becky Farhar
209 Jacob Ln.
Encinitas, CA 92024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
SANDRA HEBERT
624 Brooklyn, Tpke
HAMPTON, CT 06247



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janis Andersen
2628 Worden Street, #145
San Diego, CA 92110
 



619-981-1646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherrie Kimball
1584 Laird Ave.
Salt Lake City, UT 84105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill L  Wyatt
2600 SW GoodwinAve Unit 21
Pendleton, OR 97801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Olmsted
5200 W 54th Street Road
Greeley, CO 80634
 



970 506-1085



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Mary Bobb
47 NW 100 Terrace
Miami, FL 33150



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Marlene Pratt
2401 W.Morningside Dr.
Phoenix, AZ 85023
 



(602) 942-0704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Benjamin  Axt
435 N. Frederic Street
Burbank, CA 91505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hugh Sutherland
57 Touran Lane
Goleta, CA 93117-8003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
richard gart
154 Jewett St.
prvdnce, RI 02908



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yvonne Fisher-Neal
8707 Falmouth Avenue Unit 118
Playa del Rey, CA 90293-8296



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harlan Lebo
12616 Bonaparte Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Antonio Lopez
223 N. Guadalupe St. #200
Santa Fe, NM 87501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Sharkey
PO Box 70
Grosvenordale, CT 06246-0070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lena Nielsen-Mackley
6920 San Francisco St
Highland, CA 92346



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Shogren
620 Moulton Ave. #115
Los Angeles, CA 90031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ami JAMBUSARIA
1250 S. PENNSYLVANIA AVE.
WINTER PARK, FL 32789



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ami JAMBUSARIA
1250 S. PENNSYLVANIA AVE.
WINTER PARK, FL 32789



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ami JAMBUSARIA
1250 S. PENNSYLVANIA AVE.
WINTER PARK, FL 32789



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ami JAMBUSARIA
1250 S. PENNSYLVANIA AVE.
WINTER PARK, FL 32789



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David A Lawrence
51 Davenport Ave
Morris Plains, NJ 07950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gail dressel
361sweet arrow lake rd
pine grove, PA 17963
 



(570) 345-4217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tamara Filas
6477 Edgewood
Canton, MI 48187
 



7347510103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Megan Veley
11703 Ramsey Shores West
Adams, NY 13605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary reed
3575 fort meade road, #102
laurel, MD 20724-2090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Annie McMahon
422 Geary Hts. Dr.
Clarkdale, AZ 86324
 



9286340040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Kopelman
2615 Woodlawn Rd.
Northbrook, IL 60062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Schlenoff
PO Box 51347
Eugene, OR 97405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ross Kelman
2559 S Gaylord St
Denver, CO 80210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Weland
1601 East 5th Street, Apt 4
Washington, MO 63090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nick eades
82 Lakedale Rd
London, ot SE18 1PS



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Vaughn
2532 N. 4th St.
Flagstaff, AZ 86004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheerya Shivers
2580 Agate St/
Eugene, OR 97403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathryn Lovell
4702 E Calle Redonda
Phoenix, AZ 85018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Carlos Oropeza
106 Ava Ave
Somerdale, NJ 08083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Hart
1746 N Gramercy Place, Apt # 13
Los Angeles, CA 90028-5818



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I spend time in and care deeply about the Great Basin and all
the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?  S. Nevada must live within its means and not pillage water resources from
surrounding desert ecosystems.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Robert M Ross
P. O. Box 1031



La Quinta, CA 92247
 
(760) 564-1701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Kreiger
3927 Inglewood Blvd Apt 203
Los Angeles, CA 90066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jay Carlisle
4202 N Whitehead St
Boise, ID 83703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MaryAnne Muller
2012 Haring St
Brooklyn, NY 11229-4016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Gallagher
1136 First Avenue
New York, NY 10065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard DeSantis
73647 Sun Lane
Palm Desert, CA 92260



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shannon McNally
470 East Van Dorn Ave
Holly Springs, MS 38635



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
RM Selya
PO Box 2210131, U.C.
Cincinnati, OH 45221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerald Shaia
8103 San Fernando Road
Sun Valley, CA 91352



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Rawlings
5 Burnham Rd
No Billerica, MA 01862
 



peter@brothersmachinery.com



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Kaplan
13 Marcy Street
Bloomfield, NJ 07003
 



973-820-3190



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Waltrip
1808 Hampton Knoll Drive
Akron, OH 44313



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margie Hackett
15105 NW 76th Street
Parkville, MO 64152-1622
 



816-520-6469



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail M Overton
2413 Walker Way
Winterhaven, CA 92283



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emile Boyle
9688 Woodhenge Court
Burke, VA 22015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Max Mathis
3701 36th Ave. S.E.
Noble, OK 73068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Casey Jo Remy
PO Box 2489
Sandpoint, ID 83864



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Wilson
289 Stella Lane
Vesta, VA 24177



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Peterson
PO Box 188
Eureka, KS 67045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jim gaylord
1619 fowler
evanston, IL 60201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steffani LaZier
5759 Juarez Rd
p, CA 95726



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Custard
1011 Shadow Creek Dr.
Stockton, CA 95209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bart Hovis
453 Quan Ave.
Kirkwood, MO 63122
 



314-822-1322



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Raynis
1537 Warbler Dr
Naperville, IL 60565
 



630 355-3155



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James McClure
108 W James St
Colfax, WA 99111
 



(509) 397-3222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Howle
22 Princeton Ln
Brevard, NC 28712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robbin Clark
1201 Rose Anna Street
Delphos, OH 45833
 



(419) 695-6852



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Damian Fontanez
 
Damian Fontanez
3558 W.127th street
Cleveland, OH 44111-4501





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jared Fuller
 
jared fuller
1881 newton powell rd



goliad, TX 77963



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Glase
5 Old Hicks Road
Plains, MT 59859
 



406.826.5567



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Friesen
30365 hwy 160 #11
Durango, CO 81301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Julie Maisel
514 Granville Ct. NE
Sandy Springs, GA 30328-3440
 



404-216-4562



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margareta Car
Ivana Gundulica 24
Crikvenica, ot 51260



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Quila Lovejoy
4115 South 13th Street
Omaha, NE 68107
 



402-293-2562



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pippa Lawson
2240 Lake St.
Lincoln, NE 68502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alisa QuintAlisaQ
2 Townsend Street #3300
San Francisco , CA 94107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances  Nowve
 2925 Ellis Street
 Berkeley, CA 94703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Orth
PO Box 6354
Woodland Hills, CA 91365



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would water be pumped to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Wheeler
10 North St
Derby, ot DE1 3



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie moylan
6440 Anslow Dr.
Troy, MI 48098



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
V.R. Wallace
13712 E. Sunrise Dr.
Whittier, CA 90602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darlene Wensaut
67 Kessler Ct.
Sanford, MI 48657



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanne Hevener
S. 12th St.
Roca, NE 68430



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Trobaugh
PO BOX 474
Marble, NC 28905-0474



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Mead
11 MAIDEN LANE, APT 8A
NEW YORK, NY 10038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Barrier
97 Katan Avenue
Staten island, NY 10308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia D'Ambrosio
610-G San Gabriel Avenue
Albany, CA 94706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Sterle
12136 Viking Way
Truckee, CA 96161



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lahna Young
154 Avery St.
DECATUR, GA 30030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Crist
14348 Maple Ridge
Hancock, MD 21750



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Gobeille
57 Wolcott Woods Drive
Simsbury, CT 06070-1428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Gillespie
107 Schafer Street Condo 8A
Wenatchee, WA 98801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maryrose Cimino
4304 Cobblers Ln
Dallas, TX 75287-6729



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? Look at the
compromise hammered out between Mono Lake and Los Angeles. Look at Inland Empire
Utilities Agency to see how water conservation and improved management can provide
local water supplies.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
owner Laurie E Davis



800 Old Rancheria Rd.
800 Old Rancheria Rd
Nicasio, CA 94946
 
(415) 662-2084



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Powell
126 West Heald
Sheridan, WY 82801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Lewis
125 N. Summit St.
Ypsilanti, MI 48197



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christa Osuna-Gutierrez
75 Saint Alphonsus St
Roxbury Crossing, MA 02120
 



6178790858



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Patricia MacKinnon
40 Gillette Rd
Gillette, NJ 07933



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brianne Helaudais
PO Box 43
Swartswood, NJ 07877
 



9735792165



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Canyon Cassidy
po box 528
Silver City, NV 89428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cristina bernardini
91 arlington dr
pasadena, CA 91105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
erin mcewan
2121n kedzie
chicago, IL 60647



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Hopkins
P O Box 1024
Great Falls, VA 22066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kayv Vinson
312 Jefferson  NE  Apt B
Albuquerque, NM 87108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Jewett
15 Beal St.
Apt 108
Winthrop, MA 02152





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deb Stanton
P.O. Box 5742
Santa Barbara, CA 93150
 



(805) 966-3615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Veronica DeLuze
1165 Jefferson Oaks Ct #49
Forest, VA 24551



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Oliver
39746 cobbler ct
Murrieta, CA 92562



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Souza
10787 Caminito Bravura
San Diego, CA 92108
 



619736458



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Fox
143 Council Circle
Newark, DE 19702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Wood
1516 N. Jefferson Ave.
Loveland, CO 80538
 



(970) 667-6105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Tiaven
4980 Stacy St
Oakland, CA 94605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
If the groundwater was removed, the affects would be devastating.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pam Selthun
4035 E Montecito Ave
Phoenix, AZ 85018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Neva Allen
43 Union St Apt 1
Belfast, ME 04915



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helmut Hubner c/o Lindsey
Pensioner
535 Conoy Ave
Elizabethtown, PA 17022





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Orons
810 Birchfield Court
Wexford, PA 15090
 



7247992324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Smith
7845 Country Club Drive
Pinetop, AZ 85935



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dean Leshock
1277 Market St
Sunbury, PA 17801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JAMES OCONNELL
44 ACORN ST.
MALDEN, MA 02148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Jackson
17 A El Cuenco
Carmel Valley, CA 93924



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Tobin
279 Fantango Rd.
Durango, CO 81301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jeanne Mursch
5011 Palmetto Ave Apt 15
Pacifica, CA 94044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Cohen
123 Ash Street #6
Baraboo, WI 53913



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Ney
Beulah Drive
Capitola, CA 95010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Penelope & Anthony Carter
20 Harlem St
Rochester, NY 14607
 



585-473-1932



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mona Bourell
18 Hill St
San Francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fred Lavy
524 East Wolfe St
Harrisonburg, VA 22802
 



540-433-1461



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Summer Stevens
811 S. Blaine St.
Moscow, ID 83843



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George & Kathy Moore
930 Division St.
Geneva, IL 60134



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Burtner
12035 Waples Mill Road
Oakton, VA 22124-2117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Pulice
106 Ardmore Ave
LaPorte, IN 46350



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Knecht
5671 Merriewood Dr.
Oakland, CA 94611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
SONJA leonard leonard
646 Franklin Street
denver, CO 80218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to ask that you deny the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. This plan would be devastating to the environment and to wildlife in the Great
Basin. There are better options to provide water than this pipeline.
 
It is unbelievable to me that the Southern Nevada Water Authority admits it can increase
supply through enhanced conservation by an amount greater than the pipeline would
provide and yet they are still applying for the pipeline.
 
Nevada's interbasin water transfer statute at NRS 533.370(6) requires the state engineer
to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the proposed
transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted. Clearly this
request meets that standard.The Bureau of Land Management's draft environmental
impact statement make that clear.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
Some species of desert fish and springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other
species would occur, including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow
flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
For these reasons, please deny this request.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Depner
229 S Yale Ave
Addison, IL 60101
 
8475533806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DAVID CALLIGEROS
407 NORTH BROADWAY
UPPER NYACK, NY 10960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Kiefer
233 Surrey Road
Southampton, PA 18966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
julie gengo
1816 Carlson Blvd
Richmond, CA 94804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paige Harrison
215 West 90 Street, Apt 3A
New York, NY 10024-1223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Entrepreneur Dawn McDonald
Entrepreneur
3236 N. 26th Place
Phoenix, AZ 85016



 
(602) 957-8836



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Byrd
947 Bo Cove Road
Cullowhee, NC 28723



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carrie mcmahan
11928 w tilli rd
mt home, ID 83647



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenna Benton
26 Schalk Rd
Lebanon, CT 06249



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n/a Cheryl Stinar
7808 Brookfield Cove Ave
Las vegas, NV 89131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jodi George
10050 pioneer trail#48
Truckee, CA 96161



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lina Nicolia
1481 wood trail circle
Cordova, TN 38016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Zimmerman
3 Annabelle Lane
Warwick, NY 10990



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lark Levine
20830 Pacific Coast Highway
Malibu, CA 90265



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randall Perry
841 George St
Sebastian, FL 32958



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Struble
512 E Weber Rd
Columbus, OH 43202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Beverly  Bentley
1377 Morrow Rd. #12
Medford, OR 97504-5259
 



(541) 552-1190



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marietta Corrales
6006 21st Ave SW
Seattle, WA 98106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jaen Lawrence
11703 Taylorcrest Rd
Houston, TX 77024-5130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Showalter
120 Evelyn Way
San Francisco, CA 94127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryk Loske
P.O. Box 176
Glover, VT 05839



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
greg tritt
hc83#134b
union, WV 24983



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bendix Anderson
34 Butler Place, Apt. 2
Brooklyn, NY 11238



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dale lacognata
6244 dover ct.
fishers, IN 46038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lois Johnson
1100 Lore Ave #405
Wilmington, DE 19809



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joann post
2056 state route 9n
au sable forks, NY 12912-4810



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Hanson
11807 Decatur St
Westminster, CO 80234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anke  Brady
5323 Greenwillow Lane
San Diego, CA 92130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Schinke
1840 Stadium PL #4
Ann Arbor, MI 48103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Brown
427 17th Street
Brooklyn, NY 11215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aria Jackson
4743 SW Coronado St.
Portland, OR 97219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sue warner
3632 ridge rd
westminster, MD 21157



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arthur Emshoff
1816 Bayou Dr
Bay City, TX 77414
 



979-245-2797



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brett Monroe
5920B California Ave SW
Seattle, WA 98136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jose Gonzalez
Paraiso Point
Boerne, TX 78015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brandi Warren
315 Griffis lane
Brooks, KY 40109
 



812-629-0309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Quinlan Porter
1171 Austin Way
Arcata, CA 95521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jana  Momin
360 1ave. apt.9H
New York, NY 10010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
eileen swopes
3700 midwestern gas st
3700 midwestern gas st
paris, IL 61944





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracey Mangus
1420 4th Avenue
Ford City, PA 16226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Inna Gergel
17169 Simonds Street
Granada Hills, CA 91344



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kieran Foran
26 Darling St. #1
Roxbury-Crossing, MA 02120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Meyers
108 Heartwood Dr
lansdale, PA 19446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jim Savage
520 S Easy St
Sebastian, FL 32958



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
JUST WHEN ARE AMERICANS GOING TO LEARN.  RENO, THEIR GREED, AND
CONSUMPTION OF RESURCES IS OBSCENE.  ALL FOR THE GOD DAMNED
ALLMIGHT AMERICAN DOLLAR.   STOP THIS  ACTION.
 
 
Sincerely,



 
ADELAIDE  FORREST
3 CANTABERRY LANE
COVENTRY , RI 02816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Gower
108 Jennifer Drive
South Abington Township, PA 18411



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Goodrich
3025 Broadway #20
Boulder, CO 80304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
wendy jayko
10621 cottoneaster way
parker, CO 80134



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
This proposal is comparable to cutting off the blood in a persons right had to save the left
hand. Of course the right had would wither and die. The body must be regarded as a
whole.
 
The state must be regarded as a whole. The water circulates. There is no reason to
strangle over 3/4 of the state to provide water for the water parks, fountains and golf



courses in Las Vegas.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Leppala
479 4th St
Crescent Valley, NV 89821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Austin Brisco
4750 Benning Dr
Houston, TX 77035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amelia Roberts
1180 Northrup Rd
Penfield, NY 14526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MaryAnn Peters
P.O. Box 57037
Los Angeles, CA 90057



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maxwell Johnson
3540 Crestridge Dr
Nashville, TN 37204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Becci Greene
5855 Bodega Avenue
Petaluma, CA 94952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenna Matheny
729 Toledano Street
New Orleans, LA 70115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Griffin
4945 Eastchester Dr.
Sarasota, FL 34234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vita Cox
935 N. Halifax Ave
Daytona Beach, FL 32118
 



386 252 6460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Hague
26711 Ironwwod Ave
Moreno Valley, CA 92555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Use alternative sources of water.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mitchell Diamond
441 E Washington ave



Sunnyvale, CA 94086
 
(408) 739-6973



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Fitzgerald
14 Milltown Road
Bridgewater, NJ 08807



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacqueline McCracken
5328 Dearborne
El Paso, TX 79924



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adriana Faria
17747 93rd Ave E
Puyallup, WA 98375
 



253-847-6319



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Ring
80-394 Avenue 48
Indio, CA 92201-6508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeffrey kramer
3301 nostrand avenue
brooklyn, NY 11229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jennifer Taveras
4672 Broadway
New York, NY 10040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lottie Kohn
71 Charter Circle, Apt. 7C
Ossining, NY 10562



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosalia Casals
Carrer Creus, 39 Pis
Sant Feliu de Llobregat, ot 08980



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donnell Perez
978 sw 10th drive #22
pompano beach , FL 33060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Webster
64 Krug Road
Underhill, VT 05489
 



(802) 652-7282



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve miatech
3299 Columbus Court
Ann Arbor, MI 48103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lynn duncan
28724 maune rd
brookville, IN 47012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennie Winter
815A Belmont Avenue
Belmont, CA 94002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dennis B. herr
901 summit ave
harrisonburg, VA 22802-2318



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tatiana Hamboyan Harrison
125 Gravel Run Rd.
Grasonville, MD 21638



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Bernadette Barberini
1404 Sherman
Alameda, CA 94501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack B
45th St
New York, NY 10017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peg  Cadigan
8975 Fillmore Rd.
Fredonia, WI 53021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Jensen
2122 Via Barrett
San Lorenzo, CA 94580-1318



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john walton
2152 bock st
santa rosa, CA 95403-7614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I am a big fan of the Great Basin region generally and Great
Basin National Park specifically. I urge you to reject the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in
central and eastern Nevada.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Clearly this plan is "environmentally unsound" because growth in the Las Vegas area is
unsustainable if it requires pumping ground water from 100's of miles away. They should
build a desalinization plant instead. The  irreversible impacts that would occur as a result
of this groundwater extraction, have been documented in the Bureau of Land
Management's "draft environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Wenny
517 S. Bench St
Galena, IL 61036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Audrey Simonson
26179  410th St
Rolfe, IA 50581



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heide Catherina Coppotelli
383 Seldon Emerson Rd
Cedar Mountain, NC 28718-9017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would we pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Trevino
1616 w oak st #208
Denton, TX 76201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
esterina e cumming
3 toll street
motherwell, ot ml1 2pj



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tony policelli
2345 presquile dr
OAKVILLE, ON l6h7p9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Aslakson
W8565 County Road C
Argyle, WI 53504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Johnson
7723 Beckett St.
Tujunga, CA 91042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Klein
55 Bethune St
N, NY 10014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allison Goodwin
14 Josephine st.
Sausalito, CA 94965



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shellie Greenlees
25 Central Street
Brookfield, MA 01506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Ferrell
1077 Greenleaf Blvd. # 314
Elkhart, IN 46514



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Dobosz
173 Maujer St.
Brooklyn, NY 11206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Liedike
5379 Balsam St.
Arvada, CO 80002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vikram Sikand
12 Liberty Place B2
Weehawken, NJ 07086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia A Ranstrom
PO Box 2181
Vashon, WA 98070
 



(206) 463-6581



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert McCombs
PO Box 4175
Arcata, CA 95518



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacob Price
8401 NE Pierce Dr.
Vancouver, WA 98662



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
laney rickman
pob 966
cuero, TX 77954



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Veronica Casey
P.O. Box 231
Navarro, CA 95463



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Goyetche
70 Drury Ave.
Athol, MA 01331-2420



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lynn walston
1383 Varner Rd.
Marietta, GA 30062
 



(770) 973-7560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JIm Alexander
1732 Grant St.
Berkeley, CA 94703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
signe stuart
18 gavilan road
santa fe, NM 87508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Baechle
60 Timber Terrace
Cary, IL 60013-1555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ilya Chizhikov
15 Ivanisheva Street, apt.1
Armyansk. Ukraine, ot 96012
 



0664483720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Yu
8005 14th Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Olson
2025 Sage Lily Dr
SIdney, MT 59270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I  am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. There are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you to
deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the proposed transfer
would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's Draft EIS for the pipeline proposal.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Jeanne Munoz
175 21st Ave Apt 205
San Francisco, CA 94121
 
(415) 740-9643



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vincent Gormley
835 S. Main Ave. #4
Sioux Falls, SD 57104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Sandage
Route 1, Box 75
La Honda, CA 94020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
janet forman
351 west 24th street apt 12c
new york, NY 10011
 



2122555192



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Utt
10 Capt Linnell Rd
Orleans, MA 02653



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristl Widner
24356 Drake road
Abingdon, VA 24211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lucy Kenyon
195 Walnut Circle
Rohnert Park, CA 94928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy S. Collins
21310 Lathrup St.
Southfield, MI 48075



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Bottorff
660 Randy Drive
Newbury Park, CA 91320
 



(805) 498-4323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paulo Perci
rua leonel martins serra,172
Jundiai - São Paulo - Brasil, IA 13203-220
 



551195908795



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Hayes
7124 88h Ave
Kenosha, WI 53142
 



2626945237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dina Carella
28961 Timberlane Street
Agoura Hills, CA 91301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john annecone
1683 almond blossom lane
san jose, CA 95124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Albert Christensen
1895 Albany Rd
Frankfort, NY 13340



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abbie Daigle
21507 Lone Ridge Ln
Katy, TX 77449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shanna mcdonell
1043 barrow lane
napa, CA 94558
 



760 612 9376



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gillian Cornelius
12222 Moorpark St. #105
Studio City, CA 91604
 



818-760-0069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim O'Bryan
P. O. Box 5411
San Luis Obispo, CA 93403-5411
 



805 431 1168



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregg Moore
20 River Court, #1212
JERSEY CITY, NJ 07310-2201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Hotarek
421 East 64th St., 5G
New York, NY 10065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynelle White
po box 2144
Joshua Tree, CA 92252



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Barrera
374 N. Cox Road
Loris, SC 29569



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James R. Ainsworth
900 Westlake Drive
El Dorado, AR 71730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pauline Boggis
217 Melendy Rd.
Milford, NH 03055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Rix
73 Elizabeth Street
Asheville, NC 28801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicholas Chamley
1074 W 1360 S
Orem, UT 85058



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Meredith
530 Macadamia Ave.
Madera, CA 936375671



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ivan Socher
2013 Ashleigh Woods Court
Rockville, MD 20851



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joyce  banzhaf
10041 greenwood
grass valley, CA 95945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lindsey Densing
7806 Jade Falls Ct.
Houston, TX 77095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
corina weidinger
1147 Wharton St Fl 2
Philadelphia, PA 19147-5003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randy Iacone
34301 Williams Gap Road
Round Hill, VA 20141



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jackie Vescio
250 Canyon Breeze Court
Simi valley, CA 93065
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Childers
4505 W. Lake Shore Dr.
Wonder Lake, IL 60097



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Krol
57 Little Stream Ln
Littleton, NH 03561



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keira Wiechecki
2848 Kennedy Rd.
Wilmington, DE 19810



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Hildebrand
2645 SUNNY SLOPE DR 4
Sparks, NV 89434



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanna Addy
302 w calle Ramona
Tucson, AZ 85706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Kreck
2208 Bellaire
Denver, CO 80207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Rosenzweig
105 Meadowfield
Southampton, PA 18966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Gates
2009 Elevada Street
Oceanside, CA 92054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Phelps
2636 Stringham Ave
SLC, UT 84109
 



8015993139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie MacRaith
2592 Maple Lane
Arcata, CA 95521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Simone Vargas
132 Toro Circle
Carpentersville, IL 60110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Bloch
Box9144
denver, CO 80209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald and Mary Lockwood
7110 Bensville Road
White Plains, MD 20695-2612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald and Mary Lockwood
7110 Bensville Road
White Plains, MD 20695-2612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lucy Kenyon
195 Walnut Circle
Rohnert Park, CA 94928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Woody
1501 Frisch Rd
Madison, WI 53711
 



608-288-0676



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel R. Patterson
POB 172
Tucson, AZ 85702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Fraas
2455 Cayuga Street
Niagara Falls, NY 14304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
patricia elola
visitacion bascunana
pozuelo, ot 28224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
patricia elola
visitacion bascunana
pozuelo, ot 28224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lou Pharo
603 washington st.
calistoga, CA 94515



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Tkach
7455 Iverson Place
Paso Robles, CA 93446
 



805-237-9334



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn Harrisberger
3635 Collins Lane
Virginia Beach, VA 23452



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna-Maria D'Cruz
20245 W Indian Creek Rd
Mundelein, IL 60618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Rita Guidi
PO Box 2578
Wickenburg, AZ 85358-2578
 



9200286



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. David Gerke
11 Pine St.
White Oaks, NM 88301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Benjamin Etgen
3600 Whitney Ave
Sacramento, CA 95821-3128
 



(916) 489 3864



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kris Rudin
1110 W 2nd #37
#37
Spokane, WA 99201-4506





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Johanna Lang
4219 Tanager Terrace
Fremont, CA 94555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Johnston
10 Carriage Lane
Scotts Valley, CA 95066
 



831-459-5868



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Ange
6223 Bona Vista Pl
Cincinnati, OH 45213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Miller
655 Coal Drive
Prescott, AZ 86301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori De La Campa
3875 Limkin St
Reno, NV 89508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Ellenberger
6767 Frank Lloyd Wright Ave
Middleton, WI 53562



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Hodgson
1641 E. Campus Cr.
Tempe, AZ 85282
 



480 838-2426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlotte Doran
2442 Palm Harbor
PBG, FL 33410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
I have worked a great deal in Nevada and have witnessed first-hand the extremely delicate
and fragile balance between life and death that exists in the natural environment of your
state, and it is obvious to anyone willing to look that the proposed pipeline would be
absolutely devastating.
 



Sincerely,
 
Mary Burnley
833 18th Ave.
Sweet Home, OR 97386-2402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tara Gholson
7223 S. Woodward Avenue #210
Woodridge, IL 60517
 



708-275-1097



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Romanoff
35 Ridge Road
San Anselmo, CA 94960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please don't allow disaster!
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Crum
PO Box 930



Fillmore, CA 93016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Miller
3345-B S. Monaco Pkwy.
Denver, CO 80222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ian Parrott
1824 Mezes Ave
Belmont, CA 94002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
thomas moore
15550 kingfield drive apt 1202
houston, TX 77084



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Therese Hickey
1815 15th St. Apt B
San Francisco, CA 94103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. J. Alexander
2 Tudor City Place
New York, NY 10017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Watson
419 Custer #2
Evanston, IL 60202
 



8472277211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caryn Cowin
317 Monterey Road Apt. 15
South Pasadena, CA 91030-3517
 



909-274-5468



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon winnett
2921 Rimview Dr.
Billings, MT 59102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donnie Meeks
135 Meadowlane Drive
Savannah, TN 38372



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Grau
1905 Knolls Drive
Santa Rosa, CA 95405
 



(707) 542-8264



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shane Tomlinson
P.O. Box 17049
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96151
 



530-314-3142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Thibault
9572 Smith Road
Phelan, CA 92371



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Haas
10209 S. 86th Terrace
Palos Hills, IL 60465



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nervo Viviane
imp delphine
Nice, ot 0610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Reid Mickelsen
13315 SE 44th PL
Bellevue, WA 98006
 



425-747-2724



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Although we are in a very strained economic situation, WE WOULD NOT BE IN THIS
PREDICAMENT IF DECADES AGO WE HAD SWITCHED TO MORE EFFICIENT
WATER MANAGEMENT!  Now we MUST do so, EVEN THOUGH IT WILL BE MORE
DIFFICULT THAN IT WOULD HAVE BEEN EARLIER.  However, the longer we wait, THE
MORE DIFFICULT IT WILL BE!!  While we need money and jobs IN THIS COUNTRY, we
should NOT DESPOIL THE LAND FOR GENERATIONS TO COME.  We need solutions
that do not create bigger problems in the future.  If the seemingly hard choices had been
made earlier, WE WOULD NOT BE FACING THE DISTRESSED CIRCUMSTANCES IN
WHICH WE NOW FIND OURSELVES!  Short-term solutions that give in to the demands
of bloated corporate interests and their self-serving minions WILL NOT SAVE THE
AMERICAN ECONOMY or the AMERICAN ENVIRONMENT!!!
 
For years businesses have whined about every safeguard that is put in place to protect the
Environment.  Yet out of the other side of their mouths they say how great a country the
USA is.  To them America is Beautiful and their Patriotism is fervent only if their profit
margin is large.  When they are asked to consider the health of the Ecology all of a sudden
they poor mouth their business and they claim that the entire economy will fall apart if they
have to put up with even the smallest regulation that looks out for the general well-being of
the Ecology.  It is time business interests put their money where they claim their patriotism
is and keep the American Ecology healthy for the long-term benefit of everyone.
 
Greed is a condition brought on by thinking that the immediate gratification of riches is a
necessity.  GREED IS NEVER SATISFIED.  Do not let big corporations bully or blackmail
you!
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as



documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Math, Eng & Scie Katherine L Blum Russell
Math, Eng & Science Tutor
409 Sand Hill Road
Savannah, GA 31410-1008
 
(912) 658-5398



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robert nobrega
3601 north military trail
boca raton, FL 33431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Bax
84 S Airmont Rd
Suffern, NY 10901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth  Music
7421 San Miguel Drive
Port Richey, FL 34668



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Dwyer
332 N. Canyon Blvd
Monrovia, CA 91016-2321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dusty Kennedy
mitchell
tucson, AZ 85719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L Andrews
9888 NE IRving Street
Portland, OR 97222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Eileen Karzen
2329 So. Bentley Ave. #103
Los Angeles, CA 90064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Grose
PO Box
Corvallis, OR 97339



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra McDonald
450 Liberty Street
Rock Hill, SC 29730
 



704-927-0101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Devin Henry
PO Box 413
Nichols, NY 13812



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. paul taylor
p.o. box 347038
san francisco, CA 94134



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Hudak
38 Oliver Street
Binghamton, NY 13904-1542



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Spellman
2218 54th St. Ct. NW
Gig Harbor, WA 98335



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Lindheimer
2141 Oregon St #5
Berkeley, CA 94705
 



415-517-1278



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherry Kennedy
809 Sunny Slope Drive
Allen, TX 75002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james pszanka
1436 w rosemont ave
chicago, IL 60660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Subrata Chatterjee
9462 Van Halen Ln
Las Vegas, NV 89148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kurt Loffler
39 Bowery PMB244
New York, NY 10002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Dennany
3718 Luewan Dr
Indianapolis, IN 46235
 



3178980995



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bonnie Long
8456 So. Hoyt way
Littleton, CO  80128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eliot Kaplan
8328 Fawn Crescent
Blaine, WA 98230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terrie Allen
400 N. Los Robles #25
Pasadena, CA 91101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Mens
836 S Irving St
Arlington, VA 22204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Vance
409 S. Braddock St.
Winchester, VA 22601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Saxton
PO Box 416
Wilsonville, IL 62093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Gibson
120 Riverview Drive
Saint Albans, WV 25177



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Dianne Darr
18 Oakhurst Homes  Apt E
Johnstown, PA 15906-3518



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nervo Viviane
imp delphine
Nice, ot 0610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lucinda Ewing
228 Hacienda Carmel
Carmel, CA 93923



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heidi Dauwalter
2918 Rosette St.
Simi Valley, CA 93065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
harld cochran
21124 shepard lane
abingdon, VA 24211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Ackerman
109 West 26th St
New York, NY 10001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada.  Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?  Why would
we destroy the environment to prop up a city that never should have been built where it is?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you, as
state engineer,  to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the BLM's DEIS for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard.  Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed, along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct.  Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah.  Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause.  In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Priscilla Mattison
138 Montrose Ave., Unit 28
Bryn Mawr, PA 19101-1561



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances Barber
450 Seddon St.
Bland, VA 24315-4692



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tom petitto
8 stacy drive
montgomery, NJ 08502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Fuszard
1821 Humboldt Ave
Davis, CA 95616
 



3104635050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
christopher flynn
130 colonade square
san jose , CA 95127
 



(408) 251-1382



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phillip Schwartz
1147 Hunter St.
Ramona, CA 92065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
vin agamenone
1662 pobox
carson city, NV 89702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Beaulaurier
7431 Sly Park Road
Placerville, CA 95667



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Pam Fleming
237 Waverly Avenue
Brooklyn, NY 11205-3607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Davidson
12327 Jessica Place
Charlotte, NC 28269



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Reynolds
6323 E Jamieson Rd
Spokane, WA 99223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dinah M M Crossway
25A Pine Lane Unit 6
Albany, NY 12203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessie Rosenthal
;ljkasdf
Albany, NY 12203
 



(999) 999-9999



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Ditzler
5418 S. Angeline St.
Seattle, WA 98118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Brazil
3178 Fowler Rd
San Jose, CA 95135-1104
 



4085311194



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Hooper
2244 NW Overton Street #7
Portland, OR 97210
 



503-715-6256



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robert garrett
8824 pembrooke
maineville, OH 45039-9203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Balcom
315 Willapa
South Bend, WA 98586



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Zawaski
2883 MacArthur Blvd.
Oakland, CA 94602
 



415-621-2424



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tiffany Rapplean
4528 W 110th Cir
Westminster, CO 80031-2021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Burton
309 N. Hay St.
Bloomington, IN 47404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chris frame
1907 ne 63rd ave
tacoma, WA 98422



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
it is important the the environment be protected now.  Look at the past mistakes we have
made.  Some are irreparable, don't continue making the same mistakes.
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Adams
7903-8th Ave So



Seattle, WA 98108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenda Bergeron
10544 e 5th St
Tulsa, OK 74128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
laura carmona-mancilla
Old Creek Rd
Ventura, CA 93001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Thomas
1025 New York St
Lawrence, KS 66044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerald Crouch
465 N 45th St
Seattle, WA 98103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adnana Mihaela Patrascoiu
266, M. Eminescu
Sf. Gheorghe/Tulcea, ot 827195



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sally giles
pob 406
winterville, GA 30683
 



706 5489232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherrill Shimek
2681 South King Street
Denver, CO 80219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ben Bryant
785 West End Avenue, Penthouse 1
New York, NY 10025
 



212 663.6881



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Serota
2040 Houston
Las Vegas, NV 89104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
andrew hissett
3343 felicity dr.
Cincinnati, OH 45211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
scott abel
434 s solomon
mesa, AZ 85204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Tom Small
2502 Waite Ave.
Kalamazoo, MI 49008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caitlin Shih
56 Blanche St.
Plainview, NY 11803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Bell
21416 Lakefront Drive
Lago Vista, TX 78645



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alison Taylor
19660 Tower Hill Rd.
Leonardtown, MD 20650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diarmaid McGleenan
7908 Chelton Rd
Bethesda, MD 20814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mandy Tshibangu
1802 Cypress Dr.
Danbury, CT 06811



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen  Finlon
PO Box 1353
Willis, TX 77378



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
k Yu
12309 W Valentine Ave.
El Mirage, AZ 85335



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
This is a VERY poor action to take - let's start taking care of our land and resources..
PLEASE!!!  Remember by diverting water TO Las Vegas, A DESERT!!!you will be taking it
way from those who need and will care for it in a more sustainable way rather than putting
up huge fountains , spas and other things that do not belong in a desert...   
 
Sincerely, 



 
Fran Menley
7465 S Miller Ct
Littleton, CO 80127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Boyd
6225 Coldwater Canyon Ave. #118
Valley Glen, CA 91606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Hostetler
35th Way
Phoenix, AZ 85032-3127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Berardino
Ave. Sanz Edif. Tauro
Caracas, ot 1070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Schien
2324 N30th St
Fort Smith, AR 72904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A Chandler
827 Fayette
Santa Fe, NM 87505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Blaze Bhence
4190 Elizabeth Court
Cypress, CA 90630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I am appalled at the SNWA's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anjie Crow
189 Bonnafield Drive
Hermitage, TN 37076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thierry Deshayes
Scottsdale Unified #48
Scottsdale, AZ 85251-1418
 



Don't call



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Daniel Zipperer
3832 Marine Ave.
St. Louis, MO 63118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Lentz
POB 132
Greenland, NH 03840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brady Richards
114 Luke Short Court
Aspen, CO 81611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Bennett
5 Burlungame St.
Chicopee, MA 01013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Williams
9622 West Hwy 252
Hackett, AR 72937



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Parizek Greg
9101 Palomar
AtascaderoPalomarA, CA 93423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jared Kloth
65 Georges Hill Road
Newtown, CT 06470



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Michael Horstman
11419 Commonwealth Dr.
Rockville, MD 20852



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Longoria
724 Holyoke Place
Gretna, LA 70056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Halpern
65 N. Peck
La Grange, IL 60525-5829



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Manning
5170 hwy 61
Columbiana, AK 35051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Leavell
3293 Westmart Lane
Atlanta, GA 30340
 



770-414-0949



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cheryl prall
3065 harbor blvd
ventura, CA 93001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Adam D'Onofrio
25118 Smith Grove Rd.
Petersburg, VA 23803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I  am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rick Potthoff
1814 Pine Village
Houston, TX 77080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Nicholls
501 Skyline Ridge Lookout
Wimberley, TX 78676
 



512 555 1212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Czerny Auyang
1507 8th Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert McKinnon Jr
P. O. Box 1209
Cape Canaveral, FL 32920



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Egeren
648 Virginia Ave
East Lansing, MI 48823



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rundi luff
138 south edinburgh ave
los angeles, CA 90048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Wintersteen
949 reynolds farm
Longmont, CO 80503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr John Duggan
303 E 60 St #36H
New York, NY 10022-1534



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karin Balsley
1804 Forrest ave
nashville, TN 37206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
holly lawson
6800 grayson turnpike
speedwell, VA 24374-3000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen DeGiulio
2702 Ridgeway Court
Las Cruces, NM 88011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Ridenour
701 Arlington Ct
Champaign, IL 61820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joshua Saks
17 Ellsworth Avenue
Morristown, NJ 07960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Therese Coucher
13904 Hiram Clarke Road
Houston, TX 77045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Fleischaker
62 West Pelham Road
Shutesbury, MA 01072
 



(413) 253-0565



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Stubbs, Ph.D.
3425 Topeka Street
Carlsbad, CA 92010
 



760.929.9010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
leslie spoon
1298 ramona ave
los osos, CA 93402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim VanKirk
9903 Max Lane
Frisco, TX 75035-6005
 



6192519765



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Krawisz
1600 N. Hills
Marshfield, WI 54449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas and June Esposito
897 E YORK WAY
SPARKS, NV 89434



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Peck
19303 Sunken Creek Pass
Pflugerville, TX 78660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dale Spoor
6550 NE Marshall Rd
Bainbridge Is. WA, WA 98110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
DON'T LET LAS VEGAS DRAIN THE GREAT BASIN! I am writing to you because I care
deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hedvig Lockwood
812 Irish Settlement Road
Freeville, NY 13068





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dale Spoor
6550 NE Marshall Rd
Bainbridge Is. WA, WA 98110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vanessa Nixon Klein
301 Young Rd
Mossyrock, WA 98564



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Stone
155 S 4th St
Santa Rosa Beach, FL 32459-3990



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Larry Watson
1430 McCoy Ave NE
Salem, OR 97301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Palladine
471 E Tahquitz Canyon
Palm Springs, CA 92262
 



7603187018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Allen
349 Washington Hwy.
Snyder, NY 14226-4360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristen Murray
1111 Regal CT
Glenville, NY 12302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
teddy sedlmayr
1607 REDBAY CIR
vero, FL 32963



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalie Christy
3 rue des Archives
Paris, ot 75003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Travis
31 Roberts Drive
Neptune, NJ 07753



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Campbell
38 Belvedere Drive
Yonkers, NY 10705
 



(914) 325-3077



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Corinna Hasbach
589 Smithridge Park
Reno, NV 89502
 



775-825-1761



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annika Lindqvist
11331 Lanewood Cir
Dallas, TX 75218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Szerbaty
88-64 62nd drive
Rego Park, NY 11374



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Udy
4920 King Solomon Dr.
Annandale, VA 22003-4044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.  I sincerely hope you can see the reason in my comments.
 
Sincerely,
 
linda casner
po box 770783, 1065 uncochief circle
steamboat springs, CO 80477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
And you will be dealing with land subsidence issues as well.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marc Anderson, P.E.
21923 SW 107th Ave.
Tualatin, OR 97062-8373



 
503-482-5300



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clarissa Kotzian
5259 Copley Square
Grand Blanc, MI 48439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne Bucci-Woodside
Rogers Lake Trail
Old Lyme, CT 06371
 



(860) 434-7563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Snow
628 Vermont Ave
Daytona Beach, FL 32118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne La Muniere
825 West End Avenue, 4B
New York, NY 10025-5349



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Shaun Levin
787 Lakeshore Drive
Redwood Shores, CA 94065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie Dombrowski
PO Box 51093
Pasadena, CA 91115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron and marya santi
1739 74th
Medina, WA 98039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Rusiniak
1821 8th St
Berkeley, CA 94710



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Layton
79 Pelican Lane
Redwood City , CA 94065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn  Boland
4 Osborne Court #2
Newport, RI 02840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katie Benbow
Farnhurst Road
Birmingham, ot B36 8HS



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
An Vu
6521 Halifax Dr
Huntington Beach, CA 92647
 



7147944010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andy Martinez
1940 County Farm Rd.
Pueblo, CO 81006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paul agosta
10 rutgers place
houston, TX 77005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Doty
16638 35th Ave So
SeaTac, WA 98188



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alison inconstanti
2708 Monument Ave
Richmond , VA 23220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Nelson
602 W. Fir St. #306
#306
San Diego, CA 92101





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lin Heidt
1802 Garnet AVe
San Diego, CA 92109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as NOT sound, given the catastrophic
and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sarah-marie M. belcastro
278 Bay Road
Hadley, MA 01035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lourdes Lasselle
1116 Westwood Dr
Tullahoma, TN 47488
 



(931) 455-3713



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n/a Crystal schuh
730 Jellison Blvd
Duncanville, TX 75116-2518



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Walter Kuciej
4212 35th Ave. W., A-104
Seattle, WA 98199



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shelley Coss
923 S Taylor St
Arlington, VA 22204
 



(703) 746-0553



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
G L LeBlanc
2022 S Shasta Loop
Eugene, OR 97405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Cox
46 A Park St
Franklin, NH 03235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shauna  Bernie
33233 Canyon Quail Trl
Agua Dulce, CA 91390



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Soon
121 Ladera Dr
Santa Cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aaron Zakem
236 E 36th Street
New York, NY 10016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mully music
po box 1422
easton, MA 02334



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Oglesby
509 Parallel St
Clifton, KS 66937



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evelyn Parker
119 Private Rd 4422
Rhome, TX 76078



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruthie Bernaert
46-4091 Old Mamalahoa Hwy
Honokaa, HI 96727



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and the animals that live
there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lacey Levitt
8104 Arbor Drive
Shrewsbury, MA 01545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
amy williams
12810 n. 17th ave.
phoenix, AZ 85029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex Wilson
82 Union
Newark, NJ 07105-1417



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Ogas
10643 Matinal Circle
San Diego, CA 92127-1269



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen McChrystal
846 4th St.
Santa Monica, CA 90403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carolyn schmitz
PO Box 1743
prescott, AZ 86302
 



928 445 9735



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
guillermo Cancio
2001 N 56TH AV
HOLLYWOOD, FL 33021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Ramirez
240 Smigh
El Paso, TX 79907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Moe Mooney
284 N. Pleasant St.
Amherst, MA 01002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tami Kinsler
580 Main Street, Apt. 400
New York, NY 10044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
hugh moore
5342 w. 127th st.
Hawthorne, CA 90250-4133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Luke Steichen
2607 186th St E
Tacoma, WA 98445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Weber
3955 La Cresenta Road
El Sobrante, CA 94803
 



(510) 409-8159



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elisabeth Stieg
254 Congress St. B
Mobile, AL 36603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Brand
17 South Main St.
Branford, CT 06405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susanne Martin
pob 357143
Gainesville, FL 32635



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ella McRae
18406 Hancock Bluff Road
Dade City, FL 33523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David M Lipman
2143 S Acoma St
Denver, CO 80223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melinda Cotton
PO Box 3310
Long Beach, CA 90803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Eldredge
408 Parker Hill Road
Springfield, VT 05156



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
corrine bandera
3
a, NM 87104
 



(505) 307-0099



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ivor Schucking
685 Oak Street
Laguna Beach, CA 92651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Norma  Campbell
37 Decorah lane
Campbell, CA 95008-2424
 



(408) 559-7379



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Schmidt
945 Sycamore Court
Hoffman Estates, IL 60192



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Asselin
158 S. Main St.
Rockland, ME 04841
 



(207) 226-7389



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark M. Morden
3308 Appomattox
Port Huron, MI 48060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Serra
2747 Via Capri
Clearwater, FL 33764



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Walsh
255 West Neck Rd.
Huntington, NY 11743



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. and Mrs. Joan Moore and Ruth Kitchen
Retired
168 Apple Avenue
GrassValley, CA 95945



 
(530) 272-2439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
leyre Sanchez
Joaquin Achucarro,12
Artaza, ot 48940



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yvonne Johnson
20409 Arrington Rd
Utica, OH 43080-9686



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Gardner
Yarrow
Paso Robles, CA 93446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jewel Mogan
3430 59th St
Lubbock, TX 79413



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Renee Marshall
441 Merritt Ave #301
Oakland, CA 94610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Brayton
N6291 State Highway 55
White Lake, WI 54491
 



715-484-8144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
vincenzo mortolini
via garibaldi
gioiella, ID 06061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Krisanne Baker
93 Jefferson
Waldoboro, ME 04572



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Henney
3124 Carolina St NE
Albuquerque, NM 87110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
glynis boyd
1609 stanhope-kelloggsville road
jefferson, OH 44047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne Bemer
21975 Ironside Court
Northville, MI 48167



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathryn clark
804 perkins lane
nokomis, FL 34275



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen Gross
144A Scott St.
San Francisco, CA 94117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alvena Pauls
630 Columbia Street
Abbotsford, BC V2T 5X6



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Masakazu Konsihi
945 Linda  Vista
Pasadena, CA 91103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Horn
846 N. East Capitol Blvd
Salt Lake City , UT 84103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Birnbaum
412 West Manchester Road
Syracuse, NY 13219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M Walters
Tampa
Tampa, FL 33606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anton Kiendl
Haselnußweg 4
Kirchheim, ot 85551



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Unsustainable growth is unaccetable. I am writing to you because I care deeply about the
Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern
Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually
from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to
southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting
the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Scheuermann
17455 Big Bear Lane
Cottonwood, CA 96022



 
5303471687



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Odo
3901 Delor Street
Saint Louis, MO 63116
 



3144372494



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Duncan
Wood House Ln
Nellysford, VA 22958



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Taylor
2521 W Vereda de Las Flores
Tucson, AZ 85746
 



510-883-8476



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emilie R Marlinghaus
753 SW Silverlake Blvd.
Bend, OR 97702
 



(541) 322-9702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lydian Ali
6984 N. Northlight Dr.
Tucson, AZ 85741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
richard mccrary
retail manager
1759 yellowstone court #I
APT-I



Gastonia, NC 28054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Cox
PO BOX 501
Dryden, WA 98821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Dominguez
885 Salem St.
Malden, MA 02148
 



(781) 420-6500



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Silvana Borrelli
56 Cornell Rd
Bala Cynwyd, PA 19004
 



(610) 667-2423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
silvia trujillo
487 scenic dr
ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Mazza
26 Jockey Lane
Tinton Falls, NJ 07753



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Wittenberg
Hc 60
Ruby Valley, NV 89833-



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Gierszewski
15432 Fort Hampton
Elkmont, AL 35620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ashley Byun
1073 North Benson Road
Fairfield, CO 06824



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dena lenard
504 grand st
new york, NY 10027
 



2124206195



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Sandholdt
83 Pixley Ave. #1
Corte Madera, CA 94925



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I LIVE IN THE MOUNTAINS FROM WHERE THE WATER BEGINS ITS TREK DOWN TO
THE VALLEYS.  I SEE HOW DRY IT IS.  WE CONSERVE OUR WATER BECAUSE WE
"SEE" THE ANIMALS WHO NEED IT, AND ARE TRYING TO SURVIVE BECAUSE OUR
RESERVOIRS ARE BEING EMPTIED SO LARGE CITIES CAN WASTE OUR PRECIOUS
H20. 
 
STOP PUMPING OUR WATER SO PEOPLE CAN WATER THEIR LAWNS AND WASH
THEIR CARS. STOP!  STOP!!  STOP!!!!!!  OUR WILDLIFE IS DYING BECAUSE THEY
NO LONGER CAN GET TO IT!!
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the



severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joy lewis
PO BOX 323, CO  81252
Westcliffe, CO 81252



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise  Dunlap
15144 Brazil Circle
Woodbridge , VA 22193-5547



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Luborsky
222 1st Ave.
Phoenixville, PA 19442



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Herr
1580 Geary Road
Walnut Creek, CA 94597
 



9259269501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yvonne Fast
Prinsensgade 34
Aalborg, ot 9000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Elizabeth Ashby
8 East 96th Street
New York, NY 10128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Marty Hertz
500 Monroe St. Apt. 9
Apt. 9
Eugene, OR 97402





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Levi
171 pier
Santa Monica, CA 9405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanna Karatsaneva
bulgaria
Sofia, ot 55555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvia Rodriguez
227 E. 5th Street, #3FW
New York, NY 10003-8556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheilagh Creighton
285 Scenic Road
Fairfax, CA 94930
 



415 675 4412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Butcher
376 Lester's Hill Road
Suches, GA 30572
 



706-747-3735



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Krahmer
15643 Cactus Ln
Buena Vista, CO 81211
 



5094353725



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michelle walters
1729 MARINE ST.
SOUTH BEND, IN 46613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mervi Rantala
Tesomajarvenkatu 20 b 23
Tampere, ot 33310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marc Sparber
882 Coventry Lane
Crystal Lake, IL 60014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louis Pontillo
31 Spring Hill Rd
Montville, ME 04941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. James Miller
3921 N 10th Ave.
Pensacola, FL 32503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Franziska Kiendl
Haselnußweg 4
Kirchheim, ot 85551



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Thompson
2272 Eudora St.
Denver, CO 80207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glenn & Debbie Carson
1356 Stokes Road
Medford, NJ 08055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bobbie kraft
1040 st. charles ave., apt. 218
new orleans, LA 70130
 



(214) 823-2535



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jl Keith
P.O. Box 603182
Providence , RI 02906



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Maletsky
20015 Chipmunk Rd.
Sonora, CA 95370 



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susan green
165 cobbs hill drive
rochester, NY 14610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marc Woersching
P.O. Box 4471
Valley Village, CA 91617



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia D Morgan
86 Winter Valley Drive
Fenton, MO 63026
 



(636) 349-4807



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kent lupton
613 may court
GAstonia, NC 28054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jodi lazar
3200 N. Lake SHore Drive #1809
chicago, IL 60657-3933
 



7735257173



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Enrica Carabelli
V. Castelli 30 C
Verbania, ot 28922
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hugh Bialecki
Po box 275
Blue jay, CA 92317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rob baum
29188 mango lane
big pine key, FL 33043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Ray
30649 NE Hurt Road
Troutdale, OR 97060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elena Ennouri
985 University Dr
menlo park, CA 94025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marian Vargas
1521 Ocean Ave Apt 7C
Brooklyn, NY 11230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William York
222 N. Dunn
Bloomington, IN 47408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Newton
2240 Suwannee Dr
Marrero, LA 70072



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Walter Horton
124 n canyon rd
Salt lake city, UT 84103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cassie Warren
Deepwell Bank
Sheffield, ot s24 4nn



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katerina Thimnakis
3707 Pattie Road
Buckingham, VA 23921



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Lowell
11717 North Drive
Tampa, FL 33617
 



813-988-9026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Guenther Spinnler
Alpenplatz 4
Muenchen, ot 81541



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leah Plant
500 Poplar Drive
Fruita, CO 81521
 



970-858-1981



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
linda sullivan
5008 n hermitage
chicago, IL 60640
 



773-275-5122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
G P
300 S. Grand Blvd., Apt. 612
St. Louis, MO 63103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Parizek
1461 Wood Hollow
Houston, TX 77057



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave tindel
111 n1st
capitola, CA 95010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ARNESTER WINANS
1425 EDEN DR
DELTONA, FL 32725



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Balcom
913 1/2 N. Hobart Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Florence Dormer
4895 Orchard Ave
San Diego, CA 92107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lyda Stillwell
2337 Tipperary
Kalamzoo,, MI 49008
 



269-388-4839



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Lebeau
5008 cedar glen
Apex, NC 27539



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richita Anderson
10 Downing St., #2A
NY, NY 10014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David A Hopson
2130 Brookford Dr.
Toledo, OH 43614
 



(419) 381-7087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bart Chwalisz
2836 N Dawson
Chicago, IL 60618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances Topping
33 Cedar Swamp Path
Charlestown, RI 02813
 



401 364 8002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joya Feltzin
PO Box 1020c
Cave Junction, OR 97523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Johnson
1014 Ashfern Walk
Woodstock, GA 30189



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Derr
237 N D St
Exeter, CA 93221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Joel Trupin
retired
143 School St..
Marshfield, VT 05658-8047



 
802 426 3222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Dyan Muse
196 Rose St.
Bridge City, TX 77611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Farinet
3238 Regent St.
Kettering, OH 45409



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William H Wilson
3635 SW Corbett Ave
Portland , OR 97239



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robert michot
137 duson
lafayette, LA 70506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kirsten Cummins
6701 E. 42nd St.
Tucson, AZ 85730
 



(520)790-5018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Parambil
7605 Tarpley Drive
Derwood, MD 20855



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilynn Harper
216 N. Monroe St. #203
Media, PA 19063



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Berk
253 South St.
Astoria, OR 97103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Parambil
7605 Tarpley Drive
Derwood, MD 20855



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Jayroe
512 Beagle Cir
Edmond, OK 73003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Parambil
7605 Tarpley Drive
Derwood, MD 20855



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
m rain
14134 E Burnside St
Portland, OR 97233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would you pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management, and desalination?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to conclude that the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts of this groundwater extraction, as documented in the Bureau of Land
Management's draft environmental impact statement for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed, and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed, along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. There would be widespread harm to other species, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn, and elk.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to
the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Edinger
10822 Magnolia Blvd., Apt. 36
Apt. 36
North Hollywood, CA 91601
 
(818) 762-1510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Thomas
464 Montezuma Rd
Dillon, CO 80435



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Weinert
57 Tyler
buffalo, NY 14214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
We all have to live within our means - and that goes for communities' use of water. Las
Vegas is in a desert and needs to conserve its water and not deplete other regions.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
 
Sincerely,
 
michele johnson



216 lake tahoe dr
slidell, LA 70461



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary v cassell
845 virgil ave
eugene, OR 97404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Indick
6646 Blue Cut Road
Newark, NY 14513-9127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sara roebuck
1718 webster rd #125
$lint, MI 48505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Carlson
3668 Motor Ave, #107
Los Angeles, CA 90034-5799
 



3104639570



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I write because I have visited and care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there.  I am outraged at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to
pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.This damage would have a ripple effect throughout the Great Basin.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Cynthia Hogan
1103 Pawnee Circle SE
Salem, OR 97306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Riegel
3237 33rd Street
San Diego, CA 92104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise J. Grillo
28 Lane Gate Road
Cold Spring, NY 10516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Halvorson
5301 Admiral Dr
Monona, WI 53716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
KB Austin
1253 E. 29th St
Tulsa, OK 74114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenda Collins
16 Nine Elms Avenue
Uxbridge Middlesex
London, NY 12345





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Britt
1160 Glen Wilkie Trail
Ball Ground, GA 30107
 



714-209-7389



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J V
1443 E 18TH ST
NATIONAL CITY, CA 91950-5026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriele Renz
8910 - 92 Avenue
Fort Saskatchewan,, AB T8L 1A5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
colleen bergh
3050 s bristol st, 9h
santa ana, CA 92704
 



7144321235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wave  Baker
990 Meadowlark Lane
Laguna Beach, CA 92651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wave  Baker
990 Meadowlark Lane
Laguna Beach, CA 92651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Reid
3632 N Bank Rd
Roseburg, OR 97470-8499



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Nolan
6517 Zimmerman NE
Albuquerque, NM 87110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Britt  Peacock
927 Jefferson St.
Edmond, OK 73034
 



405-359-8190



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Britt  Peacock
927 Jefferson St.
Edmond, OK 73034
 



405-359-8190



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Lloyd
2256 Grand Clover Ln.
Las Vegas, NV 89156



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dana Hershkowitz
3664 Shore Parkway
Brooklyn, NY 11235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
C. Bernardeau
108 E Jefferson St
Falls Church, VA 22046
 



7035331613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lara Frater
89-49 Metropolitan Ave
Rego Park, NY 11374



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Dobski
PO Box 7
Haines Falls, NY 12436-0007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Klara Seddon
6 High St
Cold Spring, NY 10516
 



845 2659632



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? This
pipeline is a short-term solution, and would implement far more damage to the ecosystem
for momentary economic benefit.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Lee
6th Ave



Sacramento, CA 95817



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liz Tellez
5401 Evora Ave
Sarasota, FL 34235-3551
 



941-915-4087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
If growth in a certain region is unsustainable, it should not be considered an option,
especially not at the expense of the safety of another region.  I have often wondered how
the recent explosive expansion of Las Vegas and environs has been possible.  I see now
that it has most likely been at the expense of other ecosystems.  We really have no idea
what the consequences would be if we were to force such huge geological changes in the
central and eastern areas of Nevada, although some catastrophic possibilities are outlined
below. 
 
I strongly urge you to demand that Las Vegas finds its own water source, most likely from
desalination technology.  If the city is to grow successfully, it must face reality and become
sustainable otherwise only disaster will follow.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Elizabeth Sloan Freel
11872 Bray Street
Los Angeles, CA 90230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
NANCY CARRASCO
4826 S Damen
Chicago, IL 60609-4049



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Victoria
1600 9th Ave. #316
Longmont, CO 80501-4277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Victoria
1600 9th Ave. #316
Longmont, CO 80501-4277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liz Tellez
5401 Evora Ave
Sarasota, FL 34235-3551
 



941-915-4087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glenn Smith
15505 Excelsior Ditch Camp Rd.
Nevada City, CA 95959-9428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Olson
9100 Chanute Dr.
Bethesda, MD 20814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Mauer
932 Rome Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Regina DeFalco Lippert
210 Donegal Way
Martinez, CA 94553



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kylie Cullen
Fuente
San Francisco, CA 94132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Burks
8542 Trumbauer Dr
Wyndmoor, PA 19038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracey Chance
6507 Clubway Lane
Austin, TX 78745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
pamela havlen
118 arnold st
collinsville, IL 62234-1807



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Estefania Aparicio
56 Norte 1809
Puebla, ot 72303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greta Rizzuti
613 W Greta Ave
Spokane, WA 99208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Firmage
4599 Clearview St.
Holladay, UT 84117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason O'Neill
907 Coke St
Yoakum, TX 77995



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Jorgensen
64 Oak Springs Drive
San Anselmo, CA 94960
 



(415) 457-8365



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cornelius McHugh
32 Connolly Gardens
Dublin, ot Dublin 8



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Gebhart
235 Blossom Trail
Mount Joy, PA 17552



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosemary McHugh
32 Connolly Gardens
Dublin, ot Dublin 8
 



353016581309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Davenport
730 South Gardner St.
Scottsburg, IN 47170



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Kelley
Route 1
Murphysboro, IL 62966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maggie Mandzuk
622 East 20th Street
New York, NY 10009
 



514-488-2608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Las Vegas is highly wasteful of water. I've been there and I've seen it -- from misters
spraying people outside to all the fountains and pools -- in a desert! Water should not be
pumped to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable
means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he/she finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Margaret J Welke
410 Clemons Avenue
Madison, WI 53704
 
(608) 246-2159



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Racketa
PO 186
Bolivar, OH 44612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janis Todd
9 Jeffrey Lane
Princeton Jct., NJ 08550



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Bryce
4807 Gray Fox
Austin, TX 78759



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ed Kobrinski
224 Langley Lane
Solomons, MD 20688



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
toni piazzon
P
Coupeville, WA 99823
 



(360) 678-7074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wanda Almand
110 Sabre Lane
Fayetteville, GA 30215-5138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chiara rizzo
via Ferrarese,18
bologna, ot 40128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. karen  linarez
5249 manzanita
carmichael, CA 95608
 



(916) 331-8952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Ball
4818 W. 99th St.
Inglewood, CA 90301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Karla Morales
5401 Morella Ave
Valley Village, CA 91607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
KEVIN KREISS
668 S KING ST #211
apt 211
SEATTLE, WA 98104





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Millett
PO Box 239
Babson Park, FL 33827
 



8636043352



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Withrow
2940 Elm St.
Los Angeles, CA 90065-1965
 



304.685.5949



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Renee Still Day
730 6th Street
Penrose, CO 81240
 



719-547-1284



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Ford
PO Box 15034
Portland, OR 97293



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Centorrinio
10002 TERRY ST
FAIRFAX, VA 22031
 



(703) 359-4890



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Adams
2314 Echoing Oak
New Braunfels, TX 78132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce Holdread
2844 Depew St.
Wheat Ridge, CO 80214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenny Gonzalez-Blitz
15-13 Thames St 2nd Floor
Brooklyn, NY 11206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ellen Reichard
4845 Bradenton Road Apt #9
Sarasota, FL 34234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
PENELOPE MAZZA
607 S 2nd St
FAIRFIELD, IA 52556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward McCoy
1404 Cole Blvd
Glen Allen, VA 23060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Snavely
2706 Redbud Lane, #3
Lawrence, KS 66046
 



(785) 864-1648



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Pat and Gary Duncan
1080 Carnival Ave, NW
Los Lunas , NM 87031-7473



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Math Lraning Spe David Simms
Math Lraning Specialist
715 North L. Street  #5
Lake Worth, FL 33460



 
(561) 541-7874



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvia Welch
170 Hudson Terrace
Piermont, NY 10968



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mrs donna hughes
7 byrness row
carmlington
cramlington, ot ne23 2sl



 
7709111087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Burckhardt
Third St
San Rafael, CA 94901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jesse Gore
2411 Chapel Ave.
 
Nashville, TN 37206



 
(615) 604-5319



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
richard marzo
8208 QUOIT ST
downey, CA 90242/3532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra McCarthy
15396 E 108th Ave
Commerce City, CO 80022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhea Damon
4263 Las Virgenes Rd. #7
Calabass, CA 91302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert DeVries
1305Terrace st
Muskegon, MI 49442
 



616-881-9639



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leigh Sands
24659 Mill Creek Lane
Denton, MD 21629-2360
 



410-479-2652



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ingrid Femenias
3225 McClure Drive
Erie, CO 80516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Howes
2557 Hot Springs Ct.
Colorado Springs, CO 80919
 



719-203-5383



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eren Giles
3302 Rosefinch Tr
Austin, TX 78746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacquelyn Sorby
4362 Yacht Harbor Drive
Stockton, CA 95204-2116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miriam Kuhlen
Vegas
Las Vegas, NV 89108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
peter crommelin
298 poplar crest ave.
newbury park, CA 91320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marys Swanson
1110 Tenth Avenue
Menominee, MI 49858



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Karen Sottosanti
13834 Wayside Drive
Pickerington, OH 43147



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shannen Winfield
7904 St. Charles Ave
New Orleans, LA 70118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa E E. Davis
12 Charles St. #5-C
New York, NY 10014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances Cone
183 Bobcat Drive
Pawleys Island, SC 29585
 



843-237-9491



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roseanne Yerges
3125 Whispering Oaks
Woodridge, IL 60517



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Pat and Gary Duncan
1080 Carnival Ave, NW
Los Lunas , NM 87031-7473



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanne St romain
250 casson
Atlanta, GA 30307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeannette Austin
7852 Maui Place
Diamondhead, MS 39525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tara Korb
10 Shuman Rd
Honesdale, PA 18431
 



570-352-3096



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
harriet hutchinson
23 delano ave
quincy, MA 02169



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vicki Johnson
10735 Spruce Ave.
Kansas City,, MO 64137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Lytle
73 Poplar St.
Fords, NJ 08863
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raymond Wager
5236 Dunton Rd
Middlesex, NY 14507
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valene Sparber
882 Coventry Lane
Crystal Lake, IL 60014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Susan Kiplinger
18004 SE 20th Circle
Vancouver, WA 98683



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Loyd Harp
PO Box 1769
Cushing, OK 74023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Powell
9 Akinbac Rd
Middleboro, MA 02346



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james Carter
621 pee dee ave.
Albemarle , NC 28001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Quinones
Vicar
San Fernand, ot 11100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Grace Bergin
216E.Scribner Ave.
Du Bois, PA 15801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MR. Guy Harrison
RETIRED
534 N. Main St.
Lawton, MI 49065





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Vollmar
2241 Middlesex Drive
Toledo, OH 43606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Moignard
1640 Fairfield Road
Yardley, PA 19067-3942



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sydney Berner
15923 ballentine place
covina, CA 91722



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Skryja
1500 University Drive
Waukesha, WI 53188
 



(262) 521-5524



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Benjamin Madley
32 Elm Street
Norwich, VT 05055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Melody Safken
191 Turner Ave.
Whitewater, CO 81527
 



9702414477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Wright
745 W. 111th Street
Los Angeles, CA 90044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keith & Carolyn Neubauer
8205 SE Middle Way
Vancouver, WA 98664



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mike mcbrearty
9722 legion st
phila, PA 19114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Helen Johnson
7922 Santa Ana Rd
Ventura, CA 93001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chelsea Hodge
3469 20th St
San Francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathy van der pluijm
zaslaan 29a
arnhem, ot 6823 ga



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Berliner
80 Grove Street
Mount Kisco, NY 10549
 



914-666-3209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tara Leister
1900 Woodlake Dr.
Palm Bay, FL 32905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michael schneckenburger
610 s otter creek rd
streator, IL 61364
 



8156729717



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chloe Martin
1041 Zamora dr.
Pacifica, CA 94044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Crystal Bird
230 Alberta Pl.
9th Ave. W.
Prince Rupert, BC V8J3X8



 
250-624-5605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Gibbons
9133 Edmonston Terrace, Apt 304
Apt 304
Greenbelt, MD 20770



 
301-614-0586



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
evan purcell
po box 104
nordland, WA 98358



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
BILLI HANLON
3310 FRENCH AVE
WEST SACRAMENTO, CA 95691-5204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Helen Logan Hays
18553 S Ferguson Rd
Oregon City, OR 97045-9309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Sue Jackson
Software Support
141 Aiken Road
West Pennant Hills, Sydney, ot 2125



 
+61298731223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering: some species of desert fish and springsnails
would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the imperiled
greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn
and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally UNSOUND impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Alcid
72 Pinewoods Ave
Troy, NY 12180
 



(518) 495-2275



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Our nation's wilderness, wildlife, wild places, vistas and open spaces are a priceless
legacy that must be preserved intact for future generations at any cost.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Williams



461 S Sherman St
Denver, CO 80209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Pusateri
904 3rd. Ave.
Iowa City, IA 52245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darryn Ambrose
8428 SW 7th Avenue
Portland, OR 97219-4545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joy Lee Burns
36770 Osawatomie Rd
Osawatomie, KS 66064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Van Straalen
512 Walnut St
Petaluma, CA 94952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marti Cooksey
399 Hilltop Circle
Colorado Springs, CO 80905-7337



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Price
PO Box 580578
Pleasant Prairie, WI 53158



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emma Pulleva
2125 westinghouse st
San Diego, CA 92111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Ploger
305 7th Street
Idaho Falls, ID 83401
 



(208) 524-3817



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gayla Bonner
202 E Baker
Clawson, MI 48017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natasha  Reulet
1720 w 22nd ave
Eugene, OR 97405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorena montero
12814 Vanowen St Apt. E
North Hollywood, CA 91605-5246



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Brandt
1900 Deerfield Ct., Apt. 3
Lancaster, OH 43130-3481



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Levine
1703 East Calaveras Street
Altadena, CA 91001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Alexander
9725 Greenmeadow Circle
Glen Allen, VA 23060
 



(804) 346-4960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rodríguez  Mayra
Sta.Rosa
Cartago, DC 7150



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. annette paquet
5131 del mar mesa rd.
s.d., CA 92130-6812



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Esther Zamora
15656 Sequoia Avenue
Hesperia, CA 92345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Weingart
1888 Jewett Rd.
Powell, OH 43065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maryann Tully
4419 E. Elmwood Street
Tucson, AZ 85711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Josef Stiegler
555 Aspen Drive
Jackson, WY 83001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Ian Polcyn
2203 sereno
Encinitas, CA 92024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
christa link
515 south farr road apt.a202
Spokane Valley, WA 99206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff  Albrecht
2411 South I-35E #1732
Denton, TX 76210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joshua Carey
15808 southeast 24th street
Bellevue, WA 98008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kerri Skrudland
4220 Fort Donelson Dr
Springfield, IL 62711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James P Stephens
1155 Dean St
Brooklyn, NY 11216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frederica Gamble
242 East 19th Street,  #8F
New York, NY 10003
 



(212) 260-6036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nina Tatlock
1413 Beach Club Ln
apollo Beach, FL 33572



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Ekholm
6290 Eagle Harbor Dr. NE
BAINBRIDGE ISLAND, WA 98110
 



206-842-5092



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. jeff wendler
10427 Ellis Road
Saint Jacob, IL 62281



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Thank you for hearing my thoughts on this important issue.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Books
63 North Maple Ave.



Basking Ridge, NJ 07920



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Keely Jared
4009 Hickory Stick Drive
Chickasha, OK 73018
 



4052749042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marc Rachmuth
2125 Bermuda Dunes Place
Oxnard, CA 93036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Hoover
6000 Shadow Ridge Dr. NW
Albuquerque, NM 87120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I lived in the S.W. for thirty years, and still have family and
friends there,  I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live
there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. PauLa  Katz
341 Grandview Drive
Amherst, VA 24521





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Craig
19 Delaware Ave
Rockaway, NJ 07866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Ouren
17892 Co Rd G
Muscoda, WI 53573



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Carter
44 Montgomery Street
San Francisco, CA 94104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Berk Adams
799 Goshen Rd.
Panama, NY 14767
 



716-782-2826



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen M Snitzer
607 N 31 CT
Hollywood, FL 33021
 



(954) 987-4174



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paige Eynon
525 Pennsylvania St.
Denver, CO 80203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clotilda G. Devlin
220 Hardscrabble Rd.
Bernardsville, NJ 07924



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deb Clark
640 N. 38th St.
BELLEVILLE, IL 62226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Steven Standard
13640 Bellflower Blvd.
Bellflower, CA 90706-2408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sandy Commons
2703 Corabel Ln Apt 215
Sacramento, CA 95821-5254
 



9164863602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Barrons
1205 COURT C
Hanover Park, IL 60133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DIANA GUZMAN
GALAXIAS 620
APODACA, ot 66600
 



8183862175



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wayne Owens
1078 Live Oak Cove NE
Townsend, GA 31331



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
My family cares deeply about the Great Basin, all the plants & animals that live there, & we
are appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump & export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central & eastern Nevada. Why would you
pump Great Basin water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management & desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer (you, Sir)  to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem that the water authority's request is not sound, given the catastrophic
& irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed & converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass & Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs & 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering.  Some species of desert fish & springsnails
would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the imperiled
greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn &
elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
& western Utah. Please use your wise leadership to deny the authority's water-right
applications based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In
light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, the
Great Basin should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Napi Ippolito
1520 Porter Street
Richmond, VA 23224-2068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ben Justiss
phlebotomist
5802-A Gloucester Ln
Unit A



Austin, TX 78723
 
210-332-8267



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DeeDee Tostanoski
417 Underhill Place
Alexandria, VA 22305
 



703-548-9060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
charles levin
24 drury lane
easthampton, MA 01027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care about the plants and animals that live in the Great Basin
and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul  Rizzo
212 Edenberry Court
Sterling, VA 20164



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Henderson
172 11th Street
Arcata, CA 95521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adrian Barniak
32 Preli Court
Southington, CT 06489



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S R
Po Box 402
Mineola, NY 11501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvia Percy
3343 Laurel Mountain Road
Murfreesboro, TN 37129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Caton
P.O.Box 2175
Avila Beach, CA 93424



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Winnafred M Smith
4370 Faulkner Dr.
Fremont, CA 94536
 



(510) 791-8017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dixie Mccarthy
625 ocean boulevard
Coronado, CA 92118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Heaps
4840 Graceton RD.
Whiteford, , MD 21160
 



410-452-8121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
margy stewart
11003 Lower McDowell Rd.
Junction City, KS 66441
 



(785) 539-5592



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gretchen Hanger
2701 Xylon Ave N
New Hope, MN 55427



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Godfrey
PO Box 7228
Santa Cruz, CA 95061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lawrence Danner
3169 N 80th St
Milwaukee, WI 53222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brandi Montano
641 O'Farrell St #501
San Francisco, CA 94109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Van Horne
200 Fulton Street
Palo Alto, CA 94301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilu Romero
7395 Ferndale
Fontana, CA 92336



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheffield Corey
POB 237
Saunderstown, RI 02874-0237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denis DellaLoggia
416 Milmar Road
Wilmington, DE 19804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alena Fencl
1213 174th Place
Normandy Park, WA 98166



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ian Cunningham
176 landa st apt 820
Apt #820
new braunfels, TX 78130



 
210-251-1799



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Belles
365 South Cloverdale Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Ackerman
3118 S. Windsor Rd.
Spokane, WA 99224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carole Shelton
1711 preuss rd
los angeles, CA 90035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Buhl
1128 SE 30th ave
Portland, OR 97214
 



(503) 236-8733



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John ter Borg
5858 Sandpiper Court
Richmond, BC V7E 3P7
 



604 787 5503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alicia Morrier
po box 2324
kealakekua, HI 96750
 



(808) 938-3583



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Connie Curnow
219 E. Summer Meadow
Bountiful, UT 84010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. JoAnne Locke
12 Maxwell Lane
Somerset, NJ 08873



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Proebsting
7350 NW Oak Creek Dr
Corvallis, OR 97330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JOHN wray
5838 Pine Country St.
San Antonio, TX 78247



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Hyndman
Nashville Avenue
New Orleans, LA 70115-7008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Uta Cortimilia
5105 Sundale Ln NE
Fort Payne, AL 35967



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S Atchley
2717 Tangerine Street
Bakersfield, CA 93306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allen Terrill
3209 Beverly Dr.
Dallas, TX 75205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tami Linder
PO Box 973
Mountainair, NM 87036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allison Gilmer
400 Jagoe St
Denton, TX 76201





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Shirley Y Shaw
5675 NW Foothill Pl
Corvallis, OR 97330
 



(541) 757-8056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leticia  Marroquin
106 Pontiac Lane
San /antonio, TX 78232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Viviam Gonzalez
1956 Gillilan Street
Placentia, CA 92870



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Kuchta
4232 N Ocean Dr
Hollywood, FL 33019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Pellicer
3663 W Belle Plaine Avenue
Chicago, IL 60618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr Francisco Costa
67665 Ontina Rd
Cathedral City, CA 92234
 



7607744281



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.  This
complete and utter BS
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Kraemer
321 Dwight St.
Chippewa Falls, WI 54729





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norman Howell
1585 Valdez Way
Fremont, CA 94539
 



510-709-5284



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul B
326 Proctor Dr.
Columbia, MO 65202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. donna selquist
10530 sw waterway la
port st lucie, FL 34987-1913
 



772-345-3680



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Conroy
214 9th St
Hicksville, NY 11801-5446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy A. Cooley
883 Secret Harbor Dr
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150
 



(530) 544-6378



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Barnes
4546 N Paulina St
Chicago, IL 60640-5308
 



773-275-8872



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
crol k garey
2110 St. Mary's Blvd. #3- C Town House
Jefferon City, MO 65109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Pellicer
3663 W Belle Plaine Avenue
Chicago, IL 60618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rita Meuer
1422 Wheeler Road
Madison, WI 53704
 



608-217-0704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kellis Solomon
824 Mockingbird Lane
Apex, NC 27502-2067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arlene Stuart
215 Old Cosunty Rd., #409
Belmont, CA 94002-2407



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Cooper
4633 Twin Oak Drive
Macon, GA 31210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allison Murray-Nikkel
315 Stanleyville Manor Ct
Rural Hall, NC 27045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Allison Fleming
4539 Avocado St.
Los Angeles, CA 90027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Westbrook
840 legare road
Aiken , SC 29803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
matt duerr
oxford
cardiff, CA 92007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Williams
301 N Harvard Ave
Arlington Heights, IL 60005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shanna Snyder
1410 Birch ave.
Lewiston, ID 83501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Oscar Mendez
221 Bradock Dr.
Melrose Pk. , IL 60160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Cathie Bell
5825 NE Emerson
Portland, OR 97218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Trujillo
411 N. Atlantic Blvd
Alhambra, CA 91801-2228
 



714-293-3757



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Townsend
7073 Castle Creek Way
Rio Linda, CA 95673
 



9169920528



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pietro Fornara
14 Op Bierg
Mamer, ot 8217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stan Banos
401 Steiner St
San Francisco, CA 94117-2557



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Lori K DelBello
443 Imi Hale
Kihei, HI 96753



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Heath
3258 Waterview Court
Hayward, CA 94542-2125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Dolan
459 Vaughn Ave
San Jose, CA 95128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jeannette Ralston
P.O. Box 3376
Half Moon Bay, CA 94019
 



6507120809



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs Crystal Tracy
5165 Rosemary Dr
Chesapeake Beach, MD 20732
 



4846201501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerry Jagodzinski
711 Leavenworth Street #43
San Francisco, CA 94109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of OTHER options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
I once lived in NV and still visit often. I live now in a water-scarce area and realize how
sensitive that ALL of Nevada is to drought, whether natural orhuman-assisted.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce Wood



179 LakeView Dr.
Bayfield, CO 81122-9436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zara Ivanova
Sofia
Sofia, ot 1000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Jones
16 Cosner Ave., Box 308
Maxwell, CA 95955



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy DiCarlo
10765 E WALLFLOWER LN
FLORENCE, AZ   85132
 



520-723-7944



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Liggett
St.
Ames, IA 50014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Hal Trufan
6808 Old Forge Dr
Charlotte, NC 28226
 



7045570001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rodema ashby
2930 floral rd nw
albuquerque, NM 87104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Patricia Kiley
914 St. Nicholas
Dayton, OH 45410
 



9375461260



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Living in Ely, NV and working in Lincoln County, I have a true concern about the water
situation in both counties. Today I am writing to you because I am very much concerned
about the proposal to take water from the area where I live, in the Great Basin area of
Nevada, to export it to Clark County. I am very concerned about the Southern Nevada
Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? Why would we want to
have our water exported to southern Nevada when we need the minimal amounts we have
to support our local economies as well as our plant and animal lives?
 
As I understand it, Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently
requires the state engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if
he finds that the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin
being diverted. It seems very clear to me that this proposed transfer would not be
'environmentally sound' for our local plant and animal populations or for local ranchers. We
have a significant population of animals such as deer and elk, that not only deserve a
decent area in which to live, but also support our local communities via hunting and
tourism.
 
I've read quite a bit of information coming from many sources and belive the following
statement - 'While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it
seems only reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic
and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.' We have limited water resources in eastern Nevada and what
we have needs to stay here - for the plants and animals, for the ranchers, for the well -
being of our communities.
 
I hike, camp, and explore my local wild areas. I see animals, tracks, varied plants, and
understand the need for keeping some lands just as they are - wild and free so our natural
world can stay as it is. I believe that taking water from eastern Nevada will exact a
staggering toll on many plant and animal. The harm to native plant and animal populations
would be devestating - not just to the plants and animals themselves, but also to the local
economies that rely on hunting and tourism. These applications threaten the very natural
heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and western Utah. Please deny the
authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts
they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable
water demands, they should be off the table.



 
Though not a native Nevadan, I have lived here for 9 years and have grown to love the
lands and landscape of eastern Nevada. I love being able to easily see pronghorn
antelope, deer, elk, rabbits, coyotes, fox and other animals within a very short drive of my
home in Ely. I understand that our local economy needs the ranchers, hunters and tourists
that are drawn here. Though our human population is small compared to southern
Nevada, we still have right to live, work, play, and enjoy the natural landscapes that we
love and thrive on. If immense amounts of water are taken from this area it will negatively
impact all that is beautiful and natural and special about our area.
 
Please, do not allow the water pipeline to be allowed, please keep this wild and natural
area to remain as it is.
 
Thank you,
 
Susan Potts
781 Canyon Street
Ely, NV 89301
 
(702) 375-2817



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Victoria Zoll
314 1/2 S Douglas
Glendive, MT 59330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caroline Williams
30 Wellington St
Klemzig, ot 5087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Moats
1100 Maple Ave.
Downers Grove, IL 60515



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brandon Haslick
14887 178th Ave
Grand Haven, MI 49417



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
hj srikanth
c-4,mathi apartments,chitlapkkam
chennai, ot 600064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russell Fowler
520 Harvest Place
Swansboro, NC 28584
 



9103267413



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frederick Tuttle, Jr.
32-A Dale Rd.
Hooksett, NH 03106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Environmental Ma Richard Douglas Alley
405 N Jefferson
Converse, IN 46919-0368
 



765-395-1501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex Blin
Cabecinhos 23
Pereira, ot 3140-308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
The Ungers
Vine
Bethlehem, PA 18017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Catherine Campbell
Reisling
Easton, PA 18020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Castle Ritter
Wisteria
Bethlehem, PA 18017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jesse Rusoff-Holzman
121 Linwood Ave.
Ardmore, PA 19003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karry Charest
7 Alan Circle
Londonderry, NH 03053



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexandra Frey
Kreuzstr. 8
Bergkirchen, ot 85232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sharron laplante MD
po box 886
tolland, CT 06084



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
angeles rodriguez
Santo Domingo
Capital Federal, ot 1293



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jamie Petsitis
279 Adams Street
Warwick, RI 02888



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Dobbs
13102 Staton Drive
Austin, TX 78727



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Rowe
5808 Robert E. Lee Drive
Nashville, TN 37215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Kenn Bradley
4023 e. hiddenview drive
phoenix, AZ 85048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. christina milauskas
127 potowomut Road
east greenwich, RI 02818
 



401 8857479



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Martha Hancock
1911 Crandon Dr
Charlotte , NC 28216
 



704-392-2608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
The city of Las Vegas is an absurd example of the equally absurd practice of putting self-
indulgence and waste above respect for the environment. The artifice of Las Vegas is no
substitute for the very real and irreplaceable assets of nature.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Patrick O'Reilly
1627 5th ave
Troy, NY 12180



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
The complete lack of vision that Americans in general have displayed in moving to deserts
still amazes me. This is NOT sustainable, and can only intensify the water wars. Time to
scale back and bring some rational thought and sanity into the situation, now!!
 
Sincerely,
 



Marjorie Tursak
5776 Livesay Rd.
Clayton, MI 49235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LOIS HAMILTON
1021 ANTLER DR.
SCHERTZ, TX 78154-1100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Cliggott
225 toluca rd.
Stafford, VA 22556
 



5408460094



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elsie Rawlins
127 Troy Rd.
Ithaca, NY 14850-9446
 



607 272-7341



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessie Solomon-Greenbaum
92 Paul Gore Street
Boston, MA 02130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Galen Kidder
1509 washington ave
Savannah, GA 31404-4049
 



912 441 6867



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Sorg
2047 Cider Mill Trail NW
Grand Rapids, MI 49534
 



6167912250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elke Rahn
1300 Gaslight Dr
Algonquin, IL 60102
 



8476302619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eszter Sokorai
Vörösmarty 28.
Százhalombatta, ot 2440



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kay Buckley
14 Ephriam Dr
mansfield, MA 02048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Las Vegas hasn't taken *enough* water from the planet already??
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim Boelke
844 Sapphire Street



San Diego, CA 92109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Burger
612 S. Laurel St.
Richmond, VA 23220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Start to think about a program for this to work.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
heather mctammanu
3450 south ocean blvd



palm beach, FL 33480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amie Allensworth
3310 kale ranch drive
katy, TX 77494



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Orem
309 E Federal St Apt F201
Apt F205
Baltimore, MD 21202



 
443.468.9828



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
david meade
115 n penn ave
apollo, PA 15613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would you
pump your water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Richardson
11647 Brook Road
Golden, CO 80403
 



321 917-0293



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Keelen
18 Appleby Ave.
Spotswood, NJ 08884



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan McCulloch
72 Kimbark
Riverside, IL 60546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Phillip D Rochford
1202 W. Fern Ave.
Redlands, CA 92373
 



(909) 793-0644



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joe magnano
3 c court
stroudsburg, PA 18360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jennifer DeGerolamo
211 Haines Ave.
Barrington, NJ 08007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Lyon
5020 Northview RD
Willits, CA 95490



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Salins
9 Village Way
Jefferson, MA 01522-1157



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randall Daugherty
400 S Flower St Unit 109
Orange, CA 92868



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Castle
8 Tyler Hill Rd, Tyler Hill
Canterbury, ot CT2 9LX



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jill Christensen
1665 Sherman Ave
Salt Lake City, UT 84105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Mueller
300 10th St S
St Pete, FL 33705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cadidja Gomes
Av. Cons. Nebias, 826 Ap 25
Santos, ot 11045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carla Garcia
123 Prospect Place
Brooklyn, NY 11217
 



504 President St



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sven Koschinski
Kuehlandweg 12
Nehmten, ot 24326



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Linda Lessels
166 Lassen Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randy Morris
417 Singing Hills Dr
Pittsboro, NC 27312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please, don't let this happen for the future of our children!!!! I am writing to you because I
care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doug Marchel
Saarstr.116
TRIER, ot 54290



 
 49 0171-344-8066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kasey Cinciarelli
2727 Lyons Ct.
Carlsbad, CA 92010
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greer Thurlow
16 Alfredo Marquerie
Madrid, NC 28034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kate eller
920 kearney
portland, OR 97209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Armitage
26 Jeffrey Dr.
Oxford, OH 45056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bea Barrett
123 Smith St
Sydney, ot 2001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Bergstrom
PO Box 444
San Manuel, AZ 85631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dixie Nihsen
807 Spring St
Shelby, IA 51570



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
juli Schmitz
48092 River way ct.
Canton, MI 48187



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
juli Schmitz
48092 River way ct.
Canton, MI 48187



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristen Rothman
2401 E. Christy Drive
Phoenix, AZ 85028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why pump water to
southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting
the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Smathers
14 Trevor's Trail
Asheville, NC 28806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Fergeson
185 N. 1850 W.
West Point, UT 84015
 



801-779-2550



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Turner R Ray
627 Vanburen
Pueblo, CO 81004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy Hinsman
2775 Kismet Way
Eugene, OR 97405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dylan Kuhn
149 Arletta St #1
Reno, NV 89503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Cotton
Decatur St.
Denver, CO 80211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bill nierstedt
320hickory avenue
garwood, NJ 07027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Johnson
2245 Bristol Rd
Columbus, OH 43221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Efron
26 Burke Sy
Manalapan, NJ 07726



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Guise
717 S. Broad Street
Middletown, DE 19709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
wendy henry
59 eaton st
manchester, NH 03109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy Rita
PO Box 86
Snoqualmie, WA 98065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caroline Harborow
22 Colliton St
Dorchester, ot DT1 1XH



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adriana Bellè
via S. Margherita
Cori, ot 04010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tess Damon
11217 La Maida Street
North Hollywood, CA 91601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Sue Christiansen
41 Valley aVe apt 7
Iowa City, IA 52246
 



319 354 6775



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Gilleo
13154 Watercrest Drive
DeWitt, MI 48820
 



(517) 669-8190



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lucy DeLap
18 Wenholz
Dundee, IL 60118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kari Torres
1960 Camino Rincon SW
Los Lunas, NM 87031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elayne Feinsod
Castle St
Acton, MA 01720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wade A. Carter
725 West 126th Street
Los Angeles, CA 90044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan murchison
5181 Crossings Parkway
Birmingham, AL 35242
 



205-408-7445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Kenny Villacorta
10736 S. Buffalo Ave.
Chicago, IL 60617-6514
 



7737105693



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlene Vanacker
1980 Rutgers
East Lansing, MI 48823



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. cynthia worster
10127 west darthmouth pl
lakewood, CO 80227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Butts
2625 Sagehill Drive
Fort Worth, TX 76123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
isabella alasti
17231 citron
irvine, CA 92612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vernon Snyder
255 S. Madison Ave.
Pasadena, CA 91101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Benson
16025 Grevillea Avenue
Lawndale, CA 90260
 



805-644-6548



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael J Kelly
711 Marion Street
Denver, CO 80218
 



(303) 860-2712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Nelson
5121 Autumnwood Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45242-8001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Olivia Gordon
319 Windy meadow Dr.
Cedar Hill, TX 75104
 



9722990514



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dianita Canizalez
9625 Mission Gorge Rd. Ste. B2
Santee, CA 92071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Scalici
30332 North Park Dr.
Apt. 307
New Baltimore, MI 48047



 
5868436847



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tony young
1821 elmore avenue
downers grove, IL 60515



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barb Switzky
3761 Festival Way
De Forest, WI 53532
 



608-837-9503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
PHIL JAMES
PO BOX 2333
BLOOMINGTON, IN 47402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Coon
3811-D West School Street
Chicago, IL 60618-5234
 



7734634072 



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Bralek
1807 Glenmount Ave.
Akron, OH 44301
 



330-603-3642



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Bralek
1807 Glenmount Ave.
Akron, OH 44301
 



330-603-3642



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rose Wasche
16878 Alder Circle
Lake Oswego, OR 97034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would some Nevadans  pump their water to southern Nevada to
support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs
through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Biby
1005 1st Ave. E
Kalispell, MT 59901
 



(406) 253-5306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mike farley
po box 157
warren, ME 04864



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jose Ramos
6015 Fresh Pond Road #C8
Maspeth, NY 11378-3471



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan Wallace
Manager
1132 mariposa #B
Denver, CO 80204



 
502.807.7128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Taylor
418 Tanglewood Drive
New Castle, PA 16105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel J Shields
31 Myrtle Ave
Keansburg, NJ 07734



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Justin Lotak
3059 W Palmer Blvd
Chicago, IL 60647
 



3128239917



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Braga Salvione
Rua Waldemar Cordeiro, 129
Santana de Parnaíba, ot 06537-190
 



55 11 4157 2716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Heuman
1091 Pattee Ave.
Elburn, IL 60119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Petra Jenkins
1 Wayland Ave #212N
Providence, RI 02906
 



(401) 273-4943



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Hayes
185 Rainbow Dr
Grand Junction, CO 81503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Golding
1312 Oxford Ln.
Glenview, IL 60025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Waller
548 Laurel Stret
Vallejo, CA 94591



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Sively
547 72nd Street
Brooklyn, NY 11209
 



718-772-4995



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deanna Jusczak
610 Division Lane
Beaver, PA 15009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jean Naples
9 Benson Street
West Haverstraw, NY 10993-1302
 



(845) 429-3128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Reynolds
5332 Myrtle Dr
Concord, CA 94521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laine Giovanetto
800 Jackson st
apt 7
Hoboken, NJ 07030





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dina Potter
415 Arbor Place
San Antonio, TX 78207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Boomer
507 Spruce Lake Dr.
Divide, CO 80814
 



719-687-6301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Becky Hewitt
Central Avenue
Daventry, ot NN11 3QQ
 



07790743266



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sam Flenner
2028 N. Berwick Ave.
Indianapolis, IN 46222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Mckinstry
6189 Valley View Rd
Oakland, CA 94611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cory Huff
9201 Simmons Rd #106
Austin, TX 78759



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
linda foulkes
1430 lawn court
grayslake, IL 60030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heidi  Krouskup
3744 W Anderson Dr
Glendale , AZ 85308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ingrid Frassl
Johann-Kaller-Gasse 29
Gerasdorf bei Wien, ot 2201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen Yellin
7012 S. 19th Place
Phoenix, AZ 85042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Lyle
407 S. Gramercy Pl. #406
Los Angeles, CA 90020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
FOR ALL of the reasons above, please deny this application.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stuart Mork
7710 31st Ave NW



Seattle, WA 98117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ashton  rach
3709 rushing blvd.
corpus christi, TX 78410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Hada
9409 52nd Street SE
Snohomish, WA 98290



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Smith
329 17th Ave
Seattle, WA 98122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tanya Lubomudrov
1842 Wandering Road
Encinitas, CA 92024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Turbush
29 Linda Ave.
29 Linda Ave.
Riverhead, NY 11901



 
631-344-4138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Terry
503 W. Rustic Rd.
Santa Monica, CA 90402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ford Barr
500 sherburn ln  A2
Louisville, KY 40207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
evelyne flament
rue andre coo
renescure, ot 59173



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Simms
341 W. Saratoga St.
Ferndale, MI 48220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I use the the Snake Valley Basin for a good portion of my recreational  time, (
Photography, Hunting and Fishing) I find absolutely insane to consider destroying that
country by sucking it dry per the SNWA 's request. There are just too many better options
that they can pursue, While some of those options may be more costly, that is just  too
bad. That's what  is called paying the true cost for unsustainable growth in the Las Vegas
area!
 
 Please follow Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), that currently
requires the state engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if
he finds that the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin
being diverted. How could the proposed transfer be "environmentally sound" if it
completely destroys a way of life for generations of ranch folks?
Or to completely devastate the currently evolved eco-system?
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael McKenzie
6597 Cane Lane
Valley Springs, CA 95252



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrub-land
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Hart
 
Deborah Hart
9266 Pembrook Falls Ave



Las Vegas, NV 89148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gila Wdowinski
166 Cozumel
Laguna Beach, CA 92651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
SHARON VILLAGOMEZ
133 S HARVEY
OAK PARK, IL 60302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Beirne
6401 W Berteau Ave #412
Chicago, IL 60634



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marvin Plevinsky
2309 Benson St., 1st Floor
Phila., PA 19152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please help us act now, while protection is affordable. Restoration may be impossible and
much more costly. Please afford our nation and the world the beauty of the Great Basin
and all the plants and animals that live there. Do now allow the destruction of real treasure
by the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of
water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our
water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options? This would be an unaffordable, vast, preventable tragedy.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Eldridge
1834 NE 96th St



Seattle, WA 98115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger Adams
444 High Street
Spencer, WV 25276



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie N Lavorgna
24 N. State Rd. Apt. C
Springfield, PA 19064
 



(610) 368-6484



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathy simonik
400 Clarkson Ave.
Jessup, PA 18434



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca N Breidenbach
6700 La Salle Dr.
Austin, TX 78723
 



(512) 928-9859



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Regan
2355 Outlook Trail
Broomfield, CO 80020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Barshis
2344 Pomona Lane
Wilmette, IL 60091-2216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacob Abair
16519 Pomona
Redford, MI 48240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heidi Brewer
P.O. Box 176
Brightwood, OR 97011
 



503-754-9809



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue White
box 344
Tiffin, IA 52340



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shawn O'Donnell
7539 Eastbrook circle
Anchorage, AK 99504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Beltramello
60 Barry Place
Suffield, CT 06078



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Em Streelman
 
Em Streelman
Mullberry Lane
Jension, MI 49428





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan Bunson
47 Hancock St
San Francisco, CA 94114
 



4123524044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Correll
1602 Sandcreek Court
Fort Collins, CO 80524
 



970-472-6235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Student Jack Andrew A Morlock
Student
432 Brantley Place
Wheaton, IL 60187



 
(630) 699-2393



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please help to support our environment for future generations.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara A Woods
200 Riverside drive, apt. 4E



New York, NY 10025
 
(212) 222-1519



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Jason McCune-Sanders
1971 Huntington Rd.
Richmond, VT 05477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beau takahara
7 chenery street
san francisco, CA 94131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Seth Read
197 Cedar St
Somerville, MA 02145
 



6176661478



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melinda Rankins
2185 NW 159th St Unit 79
Clive, IA 50325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Marie  Wilcox
13225 Fellowship Way
Reno, NV 89511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bridget whitehead
parkmore
dunfanaghy, ot donegal



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Ames
P O Box 323
Blue Hill, ME 04614
 



227-5730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Will  Branch
2309 Trafalgar Dr
Austin, TX 78723



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Blumenstein
255 Maple Court
Lake Forest, IL 60045-2414
 



8472545541



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Guy Johnson
1770 W. Balboa Blvd #2D
Newport Beach, CA 92663



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Tina  Brenza
419 N. Mulford Road #5
Rockford , IL 61107
 



8156211021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Scalise
581 Alta Vista Dr.
Sierra Madre, CA 91024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lewis Sternberg
8005 NW Hawkins Blvd
Portland, OR 97229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Browning
PO Box 52
cedar city, UT 84721-0052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Barden
316 sandpiper dr
Davis, CA 95616
 



5305740323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Please look at ways to not disturb our already precarious desert ecology out there! All of
the citizens of the US look to our brothers in the West to protect a true world treasure.
Controlled growth in these areas is the only option, under the circumstances. Wouldn't you
agree?
Sincerely,
 
Eric  Fry
8926 Eustis Ave.
Dallas, TX 75218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lina Kisieliute
Lauku 22
Klaipeda, ot 91265
 



+37060766423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marina Peake
15733 Seabolt Place
Addison, TX 75001
 



972-077-0583



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Haines
459 Maxwell Street
West Hempstead, NY 11552



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donine Hedrick
722 Valencia Ave
Davis, CA 95616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Whittemore
1470 25th Street
Oceano, CA 93445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chiara Lunardi
via Roma 54
Biandronno, ot 21024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Bruner
P.O. Box 645
Carnation, WA 98014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Letitia Yarborough
7517 Mason Landing Rd.
Wilmington, NC 28411-7225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
noel graham
1414 25th ave
san francisco, CA 94122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
C.J. Hadley
106 E. Adams, Ste. 201
Carson City, NV 89706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arick Naeder
5694 Kilbury Lane
Hilliard, OH 43026
 



614-657-6664



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Maurice
North Road
Caernarfon, AK 99551



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Garneski
10 Holly Tree Circle
Newark, DE 19702
 



302-369-1345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Rist
208 South LakeshoreDrive
Manahawkin, NJ 08050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Rist
208 South LakeshoreDrive
Manahawkin, NJ 08050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Rist
208 South LakeshoreDrive
Manahawkin, NJ 08050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
helen mcgrail
72 bogota st
staten island, NY 10314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. R. Gordon
12343 nw 53rd St
Coral springs, FL 33076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Evitarossi Budiawan
Student
3304 S Dose Terrace
Seattle, WA 98144





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Leone
14851 Beaconsfield
Houston, TX 77015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel Drembus
2453 Arctic Fox Way
Reston, VA 20191
 



(703) 716-1078



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zahira Catano
3 - 4 Wyndover Woods Lane
White Plains, NY 10603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a biologist and outdoorsman who travels frequently to the Southwest, I am writing to
express my deep concerns about the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Friedrich
4153 Manitou Way
Madison, WI 53711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bas van Schooten
ave universidad
San Juan, PR 00925



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
F S S Grassia
2912 Von Doolen Ct.
Pinole, CA 94564



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanne Robinson
1936 Davant Circle
Mt Pleasant, SC 29464



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Haage
9554 Tudor avenue
Montclair, CA 91763-2219
 



909 624-2201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Howarth
14 Gaia Lane
Asheville, NC 28806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabor Petry
35134 Dunston
Sterling Heights, MI 48310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy Page
24324 Miller Rd
Stanwood, WA 98292



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Zmuda
8005 Edgewater Rd, 206
North Riverside, IL 60546-1897



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia OByrne
1209 Aster Lane
Lompoc, CA 93436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Sadurski
749 Cheyenne Place
Tipp City, OH 45371



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Cohen
1751 Buckingham Rd.
L.A., CA 90019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenda Yu
1201 Pine Hill Rd
McLean, VA 22101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gloria Chepko
427 Foxridge Dr.SW
Leesburg, VA 20175



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marta Correia
R. David de Sousa 7 cv
Lisboa, ot 1000-105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jordan schneider
619 East 15th Street
Davenport, IA 52803
 



571-259-4624



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Maurer
8528 E Canyon Vista Dr
Anaheim, CA 92808



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael and Iris Weng
2625 East Sahuaro Dr
Phoenix, AZ 85028
 



623 882 1292



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Davidson
1157 Union Church Rd
Churchville, VA 24421



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Candela
5001 Michael Drive
Godfrey, IL 62035
 



618-466-9407



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Stejskal
9515 Burnham Dr. NW
Gig Harbor, WA 98332



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Thomas
913 Neilson Street
Albany, CA 94706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tacey Conover
10186 Salmon Creek Road
Redding, CA 96003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
r. levy
856 tulip
naperville, IL 60540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Tara Hottenstein
1314 53rd St S
Gulfport, FL 33707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bill munn
2120 s.santa fe #f-10
visalia, CA 93292



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cat hayes
fort street
cork, ot cork



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin McDonald RVT
40 Byers Ave Apt 1
Akron, OH 44302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Maria Rausis
2380 Gabriel Ave.
Mountain View, CA 94040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a resident of southwestern Utah I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants
and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hugh Roberts
1511 Southern View Drive
Cedar City, UT 84720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie Kenny
1460 Pierce ST
Lakewood, CO 80214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paulette Finnegan
10707 Wrightwood Ave.
Northlake, IL 60164



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
juli Schmitz
48092 River way ct.
Canton, MI 48187



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly M Diaz
37-32 27th Street
Long Island City, NY 11101
 



(631) 664-7394



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mildred S Rodriguez
2101 W University Ave
Stillwater, OK 74074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Lowentrout
27004 Karns Court, #21002
Santa Clarita, CA 91387



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Pak
13710 Balmore Circle
Houston, TX 77069
 



281-440-122284



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fran Pletschett
4323 Everett Ave
Oakland, CA 94602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Misako Hill
1075 45th Street
Emeryville, CA 94608
 



415-533-2540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lynn meyer
2610 loving ave
dallas, TX 75214
 



972 207 7700



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Celeste Boralli
Rua Raimundo Correia, 44/1001
Rio de Janeiro, VA 22040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am deeply concerned about the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada to
support unsustainable growth in the Las Vegas area. The result would be disastrous for
Great Basin habitats, especially wetlands, and the wildlife species that depend on them.
This is unacceptable when there are viable means of meeting water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and other options.
 
The consequences of approval, as documented in BLM's Draft EIS for the pipeline project,
would be severe. Water tables would drop by some 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of Great
Basin shrubland habitats would be dried out and converted to dryland grasses and
annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard; 8,000 acres of
wetlands, more than 300 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams would be destroyed.
The impact on wildlife would be huge, with some desert fish species and springsnails likely
to become extinct. Widespread harm to other species also would occur, including the
imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn, and elk.
 
In short, this proposal places at risk the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern
Nevada and western Utah. Therefore, I ask that you to deny the authority's water-right
applications based on the magnitude of the environmental impacts they would cause and
the available alternatives for meeting reasonable and sustainable water needs for Las
Vegas.
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wallace Elton
36 Curt Blvd
Saratoga Springs, NY 12866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan J Nishman
2
Haydenville, MA 01039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexis Cisneros
2445 Monarch Dr. #704
Laredo, TX 78045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
diane alcibar
1812 NW Flanders
Portland, OR 97209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Ann Riehle
Monee Rd.
Monee, IL 60449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Zuckerman
1 Old Anvil Lane
Middletown, NY 10940
 



9144431485



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Murphy
1122 East Pike St, #1125
Seattle, WA 98122
 



(206) 933-5610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisbeth Alvarado Sanchez
Col. Miraflores
Tegucigalpa, ot 0801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ben Cody
3618 Tacoma ave
Tacoma, WA 98418
 



2533767632



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tricia Hallison-Mischler
303 Vanderbilt Drive
Lake Worth, FL 33460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Lohrmann
923 Emerald St.
Madison, WI 53715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Mattox
128 Mattox Rd.
Lexington, SC 29072



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. vicki anderson
3720 monroe road
midland, MI 48642



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne Nelson
591 S River
Palouse, WA 99161
 



509-878-1641



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Schutt
1911 Rucker Ave
Everett, WA 98201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Rhodes
305 East 24 St.
New York, NY 10010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doris Lehr
5813 213 St
Bayside Hills, NY 11364 1827



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia L Evans
4414 Vandelia St.
Dallas,, TX 75219-2047
 



(214) 528-1002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Stephanie Jackson
5112 Tinston Court
Summerville, SC 29485



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shireen Delfanian
summit pass
brookings, SD 57006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
beatriz gomes
Av julio de castilhos
PORTO ALEGRE, ot 90030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The SNWA water grab is a travesty of common sense and good land and water
stewardship.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Biodiversity Con Rob D Mrowka



4261 Lily Glen Ct
North Las Vegas, NV 89032
 
(702) 638-4261



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
R Tapia
450 Paisano Ct
Reno, NV 89511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lolita Muhm
PO Boc 1784
Brazoria, TX 77422
 



no



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia J Stoner
1130 Longford Rd
Bartlett, IL 60103-1939



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Truth be told:  Las Vegas should never have been built to begin with due to it's  location
and unsustainablity.
 
 
 
 



Sincerely,
 
Della Pangborn
14850 SW Glenbrook Rd
Beaverton, OR 97007
 
503 351-0461



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Jacox
5535 Goldenrod Drive
Reno, NV 89511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Izett
12 cerro encantado
n/a
lafayette, CA 94549-4908





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aubrey Golden
760 N. Williams Lk. Rd.
Waterford, MI 48327



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Leslie Burby
62 Park Terr W
New York, NY 10034
 



(646) 796-0783



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Abeyta
900 Burr Rd. Apt. 5E
San Antonio, TX 78209
 



(915) 319-1997



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah  Stone
POB 66512
Austin, TX 78766



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Metcalf
PO Box 319
Durham, NH 03824



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
betsy wong
107 rosewood way
south san francisco, CA 94080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brody Witt
116 Knoop Lane
Eugene, OR 97404
 



503-875-4804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Biela
455 Argyle Road
Brooklyn, NY 11218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jenny Bramlette
5909 Estes Ln
Wesley Chapel, FL 33545
 



(813) 907-9111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Camile Getter
4441 G Street
Sacramento, CA 95819



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Senior Project P Dave Fisher
PO Box 3571
Running Springs, CA 92382
 



(909) 867-4676



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ELizabeth Allen
3943 Newdale Rd
Chevy Chase, MD 20815



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Roger Smith
1628 Fairway Drive
Belmont, CA 94002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kendall Henry
2022 Midland Ave.
 
Glenwood Springs, CO 81601



 
970-928-8358



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine M Babiak
8350 Wooddy Rd
Port Tobacco, MD 20677
 



(212) 929-1105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carla Lai
6769 pine lake
Tinley Park, IL 60477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irma Carville-Sierra
715 North Queen Avenue
Tucson, AZ 85705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would we pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Myrna Fox
588 Breakiron Hill Road
Morgantown, WV 26508 9585



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I am a Utah resident and I care deeply about the Great Basin
and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada
Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James E Chapman
1329 E 5200 S
South Ogden, UT 84403





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patty Brothag
POB 525
Mantua, OH 44255



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Lynn Boeset
342 Maple St.
 Nevada, IA 50201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard  Swift
591 Corte Castano
Camarillo, CA 93010
 



805 987-5019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marlowe Mager
53 Sleepy Hollow Loop
Clyde, NC 28721



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin Meise
P.O. Box 765
Celina, TN 38551



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Eric Zakin
4145 George Ave #1
San Mateo, CA 94403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
roth woods
312 koch
ann arbor, MI 48103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Stratton
9252 Rancho Drive
Elk Grove, CA 95624



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Bodman
317 SW Siletz River Dr
Siletz, OR 97380-0732



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kate Ramirez
0505 Lions Ridge Rd
Carbondale, CO 81623-8805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Schenck
1784 Kimberly Drive
Sunnyvale, CA 94087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Benjamin Saalbach-Walsh
5603 Darlington Rd
Pittsburgh, PA 15217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lenore O Fenn
19 Sylvia St.
Lexington, MA 02421



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Paley
42223 Village 42
Camarillo, CA 93012
 



(213) 610-5039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
roth woods
312 koch
ann arbor, MI 48103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Hill
E1251 Channel Pk Dr
Waupaca, WI 54981-9737



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
christina metcalfe
924 Underhills Rd
Oakland, CA 94610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glenn Webb
P.O. Box 997
Pinole, CA 94564



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Flamholz
10 Ocean Parkway
Brooklyn, NY 11218
 



6102074195



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cindy porter
344 state route 21
hornell, NY 14843



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Ciaramella
13983 Astoria Street
Sylmar, CA 91342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lindsey Lindsey
750 w hickory st
Canton, IL 61520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Linda Lang
9907 Childress Drive
Austin, TX 78753



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dara  Gorelick
15414 Valerio Street
VAN NUYS, CA 91406
 



8183424577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard McConaughy
27071 El Retiro
Mission Viejo, CA 92692
 



9493642353



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Martha Saywell
7550 Country Club Drive, #16202
Laredo, TX 78041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would you pump  water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Las Vegas is a huge wasteland that consumes more water than it should.  If you would
charge the hotels and casinos for excessive water use they would find a way to conserve.
Laws should be passed to eliminate all landscaping that requires watering.  Destroying
natural beauty is not the way to solve your problem because they will just continue to be
water hogs.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 



Sincerely,
 
Karen Linn
365 Flour Ct
Westerville, OH 43082



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christian Bauch
15441 La Salle Lane
Huntington Beach, CA 92647



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allan Brison
115 Everit St
New Haven, CT 06511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
madeline  smith
594 west 11th ave
eugene, OR 97401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Jackson
P.O. Box 481
Bend, OR 97709-0481



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gavin Kendall
7813 5th Ave.
Brooklyn, NY 11209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Summer Ragulsky
3949 Roesner Ave
Redding, CA 96002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Herb Shoemaker
P. O. Box 675
Carmel Valley, CA 93924
 



831-659-2359



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Student Roberta Torunsky
Student
504 S Rawlings ST apt 311
Carbondale, IL 62901-2523



 
(608) 770-8356



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Christa Dailey
3630 Burldean Dr
Paducah, KY 42001
 



270-442-1080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Horan
55 Cowell Rd.
Wrentham , MA 02093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Mackel
426 Fitch Road
Huntertown, IN 46748
 



260-478-8697



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Julie Watt
3595 Granada Ave Apt 349
Santa Clara, CA 95051-3491
 



4084163166



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Nicodemus
2710 Danube Dr.
Sacramento, CA 95821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Walton
849 W 15 th ST L
NEWPORT BEACH, CA 92663



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
citizen G.V. Christensen
5 west ave
po box 308
Springerville, AZ 85938



 
928 333 2425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Craven
9552 Winterset Circle
Plymouth, MI 48170



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Thayer
8725 Bob White Dr.
Houston, TX 77074-7527



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Merrick
3012 NE Lansing Ct.
Bend, OR 97701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Jennifer Kelly
1750 University Avenue
Palo Alto, CA 94301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kirsten Nelson
76 Old Province Rd
Goshen, NH 03752
 



6039694597



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Forrest
141 Lick Branch Road
Bristol, TN 37620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Grover syck
4130 Bennett Dr
Hamilton, OH 45011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Josh Stephens
918 W. Princess Anne Rd, #E2
Apt. B-6
Norfolk, VA 23507





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Stainton
95 Lyall Ave.
Toronto, ON M4E 1W4
 



519-860-4661



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lee bory
39 s park dr
arlington, VA 22204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lana Hampton
4517 N. Ashland Ave.
Chicago, IL 60640-5401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Landon Vincent
5441 N. Swan Rd. #617
Tucson, AZ 85718



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Loretta Cummings
18 Arlington Lane
Bayville, NY 11709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betsy Ungeheier
2554 Yale Place
Costa Mesa, CA 92626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sabrina Eckles
507 N. Elkhart
Lubbock, TX 79416



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raquel Medina
Therd Street
San Rafael, CA 94901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melinda Combs
7543 Shady Glen Circle
Huntington Beach, CA 92648
 



(714) 596-4664



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Starmer
3515 SW 39th BLVD, 20B
Gainesville, FL 32608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Mary Fulghum
2536 Southern Oak Rd
Ramona, CA 92065-3660
 



858-442-3506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
margaret spak
381 Santa Margarita Ave
menlo Park, CA 94025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J FEDELE
209 BALD ST
OJAI, CA 93023
 



8059669026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Buehler
79Bitterbrush
Reno, NV 89523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
C Nelson
295 River View Dr. #3
Green River, WY 82935



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Gnat
295 14th Street
Brooklyn, NY 11215
 



(718) 499-4702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carmen Ramirez Walker
4506 Westport Woods Lane #101
Louisville, KY 40245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Kearney
 
karen  kearney
11 Puritan Road



Newton, MA 0



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Heinzelman
21 Farm Field Lane
Pittsford, NY 14534
 



5855868253



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Macomber
2941 Timber Wood Way
Oak Hill, VA 20171



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brianna Badenhop
9254 Audley End
Powell, OH 43065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana A Keyser
216 west Sopris creek rd
Basalt, CO 81621
 



(970) 927-0352



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nate Hagemann
736 E 71st Ter
Kansas City, MO 64131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kjersten Gmeiner
2513 NE 115th
Seattle, WA 98125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sigfrido Quijano
150 Allan st.
Oakville, ON L6J 3N8



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Cook
P.O. Box 3037
Big Bear Lake, CA 92315



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Veneda Waldo
590 Anderson Road
Sweetwater, TN 34787-6608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andy Doyle
1308 St. Michael
Columbia, MO 65203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
margaret spak
381 Santa Margarita Ave
menlo Park, CA 94025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Knipp
60 Seaman Ave,. #2E
New York, NY 10034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abigail Clark
320 Curtis Rd.
East Lansing, MI 48823



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lauren Pfendner
3035 Kimberly Drive
Norristown, PA 19401
 



(610) 574-9126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn Merle
529 Maurice River Parkway
VINELAND, NJ 08360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberto Aburto
7908 Rancho Fanita Drive, Space 25
Santee, CA 92071
 



6197290840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Rieser
363 S Julian St
Naperville, IL 60540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Brownell
12 linam Ln
Dover, AR 72837



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carla Behrens
904 Little Leaf Court
Longmont, CO 80503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Littlewood
2915 NE 21st Ave.
Portland, OR 97212
 



(503) 287-8782



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John White
220 Mill Run
Mosca, CO 81146



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing because of a visit to the Great Basin National Park I made to climb and visit
the desert in this area. I was impressed with the availability of groundwater for both natural
resources and the human uses including local ranches and livestock.  I am surprised that
the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of
water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada would be considered. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
I have been a water lawyer in California for 25 years and have watched groundwater
pumping destroy local farms and ranches.Water tables in your region would drop by 200
feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland habitats would be dried,
destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals, supporting invasive species like
cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of wetlands would be destroyed
along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
This is a poor to criminally negligent proposal.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harold  Thomas
2635 Portola Way
Sacramento , CA 95818



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arlene Torbica
1707 N. Prospect Ave. 9E
Milwaukee, WI 53202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Kiefer
5252 Starwood Dr
Commerce Twp, MI 48382



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Kearns
PO Box 1786
Camp Verde, AZ 86322
 



na



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. John Armstrong
2950 N. La Chiquita Avenue
Tucson, AZ 85715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elsa Saldana
475 Gatewood Lane
Sierra Madre, CA 91024-1037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Dominique Briano-Mazique
8463 De Soto Ave. Unit 16
Canoga Park, CA 91304
 



8182701049



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I urge you to deny the Southern Nevada Water Authority's application to divert water from
the Great Basin. The Southern Nevada Water Authority admits it can increase supply
through enhanced conservation by an amount greater than the pipeline would provide. In
light of the scarcity of water, especially in this region, rigorous conservation measures
must be pursued before water is taken from other users.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if  the proposed transfer
would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted. Catastrophic and
irreversible impacts would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as documented
in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement" for the
pipeline proposal.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe environment impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to the
authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Camille Hall
7175 NW Mountain View Drive
Corvallis, OR 97330-9118
 
(541) 745-7495



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Trafficante
1305 el cerrito circle
south pasadena, CA 91030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rob Cullen
4815 Kincaid St.
Apt. B
Pittsburgh, PA 15224-1227





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Business Consult Kate Harper
Business Consultant
PO Box 151
Borrego Springs, CA 92004



 
415-271-1284



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DERK RIJKS
BP 102
Ferney-Voltaire, ot F-01213
 



0033 6 85 70 61 88



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Mosqueda
9370 Oak Avenue
Orangevale, CA 95662



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sonia Orozco
3170 Andre ln
Turlock, CA 95382



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Perez
461 S Frances
Sunnyvale, CA 94086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Edith Coleman
2600 Frederick Avenue
Wilmington, DE 19805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa Jaeger
248 E University Blvd., Apt. A
Melbourne, FL 32901-7042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abhay Kumar
1048 Eagle Lane
Foster City, CA 94404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada.
 
We need to reduce water consumption and if reducing development is necessary, so be it.
Nature dominates this whole region, not man-made pipes.
 
Why would we pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
This is a serious disaster.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 



Please add my address on your mailing list as I am very interested in this issue.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peyton Magruder
PO Box 1267
Tubac, AZ 85646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Kuranishi
10710 Aderman Ave., #48
San Diego, CA 92126
 



(858) 587-9293



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ro LoBianco
PO Box 1024
Benicia, CA 94510
 



(925) 838-9231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat cuviello
box 2834
Redwood City, CA 94064
 



650-654-9955



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Chen
809 Nancy Way
Westfield, NJ 07090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michael boshears
p.o. box 3684
crestline, CA 92325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia    Forrest
1198 Chesterton Ave.
Redwood City, CA 94061
 



650 2837467



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Kacskos
85879 Cougar Lane
Eugene, OR 97402
 



541-514-7988



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Masters
123 Falling Tree Rd.
Orcas, WA 98280



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gladys Bransford
9495 Hoberg Drive South
Cobb, CA 95426-1066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james day
5450 California ave sw
seattle, WA 98136
 



206-422-8000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy McClelland
3041 W Logan Blvd #1E
Chicago, IL 60647
 



(773) 562-8834



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Abouchabki
po box 11680 hatfield
Pretoria, ot 0028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Brooker
550 Canyon Rd
Santa Fe, NM 87501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan Hammond
13 England Street
Lowell, MA 01852



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Athena Clevenger
941 W Belden Ave
Chicago, IL 60614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
severine stockling
34 bd bouge
marseille, ot 13013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
andree Hussard
14 bd henri Michel
marseille, ot 13016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karin Lundkvist
Limmanäs
Fjärås, ot 43974
 



+46300321230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Merrie Thornburg
6311 N Wayne
Chicago, IL 60660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anita Nguyen
300 Camp Perrin Road
Lawrenceville, GA 30043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vika Babakova
Lisova proseka 18
Cherkasssy, ot 18000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eleanor  Manire-Gatti
53 Iduna Lane
Amherst, MA 01002-3403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Holly Chisholm
183 Ora
Oxford, MI 48371
 



248-917-2747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tez Cabrera
41 Bunwell Street
Norwich, ot NR161NA



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms diane affonso
132 Orchard Road
Elm City, NC 27822



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susana Francisco
Rua Adelina Abranches, nº 6, 2º esq
Lisboa, ot 2620-260



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Fontani
San Piero a Sieve
Firenze, ot 50037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paul snelling
2180 benwicke dr
pfafftown, NC 27040
 



3364161082



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tekla drakfrende
masv
rattvik, ot 79596



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irina NICOLAEVICI
grindului
Ploiesti, ot 100371
 



+40.744.438.804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric  Hart
38225 Mount Union Rd
Pomeroy, OH 45769



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Cook
407 shore
Oldsmar, FL 34677



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Harris
3 Ash Street
North Walpole, NH 03609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine St. Denis
3160 Burrwood Drive
Baldwinsville, NY 13027
 



31599522560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Tilley
17 Birch LN
Pelham, NH 03076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M Buffy Hodgetts
101 Jersey Street
Rochester, NY 14609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Bergey
245 E. Neshannock Ave.
New Wilmington, PA 16142-1119
 



724-964-8497



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Parsell
2995 Redwood
Ann Arbor, MI 48108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Gann
6845 Washington Blvd. #203
Arlington, VA 22213
 



(703) 534-4337



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
federica grassi
via giovanni pascoli, 25
cologno monzese, ot 20093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Demse russo
2810 Williamsburg dr.
Wall, NJ 07719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim Schmitt
641 N. Harrison St.
Arlington, VA 22205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Solon
Hammond
Hammond, IN 46324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tara Merchant
300 C Ward Drive
Starkville, MS 39759
 



720-272-6344



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lydia DiMarcantonio
1 Evelyn Pl.
Rockaway, NJ 07866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chris ness
61 tarquin cres
ottawa, ON k2h8j7



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kara Hart-Negrich
124 S. Hayford
Lansing, MI 48912



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
There is no need for Southern Nevada Water Authority to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually to the Las Vegas desert region at the expense of the Great Basin
and all the plants and animals that live there.  A public-private partnership to equip every
building in Nevada with rainwater catchment and storage and gray water recycling
capabilities would create many more jobs than the pipeline as well as protect the
environment  and aquifers of northern and eastern Nevada and western Utah.  There are
viable means of meeting water needs through increased conservation and smart growth
management.  Each region can and must live within its own water resource capabilities.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anita Fieldman
290 E. Blithedale Ave



Mill Valley, CA 94941
 
(415) 686-8841



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Clark
1400 Beacon Drive
Salt Lake City, UT 84108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Eaton
843 Keyserkill Rd.
Middleburgh, NY 12122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Sellers
714 Biddle Road
Glen Burnie, MD 21060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Bishop
521 Cherokee Mills Drive
Woodstock, GA 30189
 



770-516-2778



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Dohn
1216 Calvin Avenue
Nashville, TN 37206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Phillips-Calapai
17 Sherwood Drive
Milford, MA 01757



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
vicki wiker
106 san dimas
san clemente, CA 92672



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Holder
8814 Waynick Drive
Raleigh, NC 27617



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
hans graf
1416 woodall street
Baltimore, MD 21230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cheryl larson
1460 s lindenwood
olathe, KS 66062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Barnes
1614 Grandview Ave #3
PAPILLION, NE 68046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruna Nin
San Piero a Sieve
Firenze, ot 50037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barclay  Hauber
418 NE 103rd St., Apt. 2C
Kansas City, MO 64155



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Kaas
15 N Indiana Ave
Lindenhurst, NY 11757



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gretchen Byrne
12625 Singing Arrow Ave. SE
Albuquerque, NM 87123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Giovanna Lucarelli
Viale Etiopia 5
Milan, ot 20100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alma anderson
57 Homestead ave  apt 22
swanzey, NH 03446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
C. Kershner
36 Garford Rd.
Rochester, NY 14622



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dona Longacre
32 Dianthus
RSM, CA 92688



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Morrissey
1102 N Union St
Appleton, WI 54911
 



920-954-5431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
water conservation must be instituted to a far greater degree.  The consequences of bad
water diversion schemes can be forever.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen Simonson



42 Mohawk Lane
Greenwich, CT 06831



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Denman
140 East 52nd Street - Apt. 5A
Nwq York, NY 10022
 



(212) 432-1284



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lydia Dawes
4802 Churchill Rd
North Charleston, SC 29405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paula hensel
2101 san marco rd.
marco island, FL 34145



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Gail Decker
123 Pinebrook Drive
Hyde Park, NY 12538



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Schacht
11300 East Jefferson Avenue
Detroit, MI 48214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Constantina Economou
10 Panoramic Way
Berkeley, CA 94704
 



(510) 845-6903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Constantina Economou
10 Panoramic Way
Berkeley, CA 94704
 



(510) 845-6903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Brinker
6217 Arapahoe
Dublin, OH 43017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary  Ferris
71 Marion Raod Ext.
Marblehead, MA 01945-1738
 



781-631-6651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Rotman
5 Steamboat Dr.
Vernon, NJ 07462



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert M. M Brown
2315-F Salem Village Rd.
Baltimore, MD 21234-2554
 



(410) 663-0973



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Cioppa
4341 Garden View
Williamsburg, VA 23188



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary  Ferris
71 Marion Raod Ext.
Marblehead, MA 01945-1738
 



781-631-6651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shera reils
oak str
berwyn, PA 19312-1279
 



8005554654



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monica Stuhlreyer
2405 Opdyke
Bloomfield Hills, MI 48304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pinhas Geva
1200 E. Michigan Ave.
Lansing, MI 48909
 



517 364 2908



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Humphrey
3702 Cumberland
Wichita Falls, TX 76309
 



940-696-9612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ilse Ziemann
905 Highland Ave
Glenview, IL 60025
 



(847) 724-4364



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurel E Perry
316 Monroe Drive
Palo Alto, CA 94306
 



(650) 493-2849



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michael  meredith
5537 lighthouse ln
palmdale, CA 93552



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Csere
268 Middletown Rd
Colchester, CT 06415



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Frank
39171 Bernice Ter
Beach park, IL 60099



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Barrington
Beaver River Road
Richmond, RI 02892



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CANDACE L MCCAFFERY
1841 NE 8th ST.
Gainesville, FL 32611
 



352-273-2114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Broad
9671 Rosebay
Anaheim, CA 92804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Broad
9671 Rosebay
Anaheim, CA 92804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Reilly
4385 Diamond St #4
Capitola, CA 95010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Walker
1719 suMMit dr
Haymarket, VA 20169-1336



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Phyllis Miller
427 Marlborough Street, Apartment 4
Boston, MA 02115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Smith
220 Bowman Avenue
Cleveland, TN 37311



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please don't let the billionaire water-hogs of Greed Personified (Las Vegas) water their
greed from an a vital aquifer!
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rodney Patterson



5 Miller Road
Canaan, NY 12029-2600



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Cunningham
381 East 3rd North
Saint Anthony, ID 83445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Verloop
1425 N. Sierra Bonita
Los Angeles, CA 90046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
phil smith
766 grapevine ln
prescott, AZ 86305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn Hall
PO BOX 977
Colorado City, AZ 86021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Lind
14244 29th Ave S
Seatac, WA 98168



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Robert Flavell
11201 N.W. 22nd Street
Pembroke Pines, FL 33026
 



(305) 362-9010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhema M Crowley
P.O. Box 318
Hamilton, VA 20159



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Ecklund
3544 Radcliffe Road
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katrina Bower
92 Broadmoor Rd
Cranston, RI 02910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shirley Farano
140 Lorraine Drive
Lake Zurich, IL 60047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Contreras
17124 Willard Street
Lake Balboa, CA 91406-1051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Rodriguez
5405 kester ave
206
sherman oaks, CA 91411





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jerryanne bier
1024 whetstone road
ferrum, VA 24088



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Las vegas still sports numerous wasteful lawns and other water wasting features.  Focus
on CONSERVATION, not water transfers.
 
Sincerely,
Stacey Pogorzelski
 



Stacey Pogorzelski
98 la costa ct
novato, CA 94947



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michal Mitchell
9239 Old Green Mountain Rd.
Esmont, VA 22937



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Barnett
221 W. 64th Place
Inglewood, CA 90302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
Please. The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Long
855 Granite Ridge Drive
Santa Cruz, CA 95065
 



415-515-8082



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arielle Whiting
12810 Monroe Manor Dr.
Herdon, VA 20171



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Olenjack
8385 Belmont Dr.
Avon, IN 46123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lois johnson-hamerman
4411 osage ave
philadelphia, PA 19104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lois johnson-hamerman
4411 osage ave
philadelphia, PA 19104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MARY DERENGOWSKI
29 NORWOOD AVE
MONTCLAIR, NJ 07043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a bird-watcher and tourist who has visited the desert southwest region regularly,
including this year, and out of concern for the preservation of our natural resources, I
would urge you to deny the current application for a pipeline which would significantly drop
water tables in the Great Basin. I am concerned by indications that shrub land necessary
for wildlife would be radically transformed into dry terrain, which would be habitat for quite
different wildlife.
 
Thank you for your consideration,
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Eliot
379 Sterling Pl
Brooklyn, NY 11238-4502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Kunkel
528 W. 1st Street
Salida, CO 81201
 



(719) 530-9177



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Delores Kraut
9 Mallow Ln
Levittown, PA 19054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I  am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melanie Griffith
514 West 28th Street
Cedar Falls, IA 50613
 
319 277 1930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Budd Berkman
11 Canoncito
Placitas, NM 87043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Kaminski
22333 Hanson Court
St. Clair Shores, MI 48080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Green
25 Bolton Street
Concord, MA 01742



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daire Seaman
4 Candytuft Court
Homosassa, FL 34446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Kornhauser
185 4th Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? 
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.  This
is a bad idea and the application should be denied.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Berthiaume
44353 Harsdale Dr
Canton, MI 48187



 
(734) 844-3513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Torunn Sivesind
PO Box 536
Lafayette, CA 94549
 



(618) 975-0672



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Young
1985 N Calle del Suerte
Tucson, AZ 85745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maija gadient
436sw 39ave
cape coral, FL 33991
 



239-282 9125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Charman
Eaton Street
Mapperley
Nottingham, ot NG3 5QL





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Capellen
1004 Carroll Street
Boone, IA 50036
 



515-432-2926



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Grandi
3555 Caminito
San Diego, CA 92130
 



858-523-8731



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris McGratty
3700 Commonwealth Ave.
Charlotte, NC 28205-6235
 



7046080828



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. sarah lincoln
556 Quaker st
n. ferrisburg, VT 05473
 



802-877-2492



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelli Schwartz
113 East Surry Ct
Athens, GA 30606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Sweany
4565 E Vista Dr
Phoenix, AZ 85032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Larry A Orzechowski
2835 E. Sylvia St.
Phoenix, AZ 85032
 



(602) 992-8090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eva Svingen
2675 W.Hwy 89A #1276
Sedona, AZ 86336
 



928-634-3306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katharine Ruthroff
P.O. Box 933
Eldridge, CA 95431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karl Maness
244 Lark Rd
Jemez Springs, NM 87025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Fries
85 Wilderness Road
Negaunee, MI 49866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Gilbert
1651 Peck Leach Rd
N. Bloomfield, OH 44450-9724



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Merz
745 Las Colindas Rd
San Rafael, CA 94903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Alioto
1318 Rosario St.
Davis, CA 95618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
arnaud Hussard
14 bd henri Michel
marseille, ot 13016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
genevieve Pieroni
la barque
fuveau, ot 13710



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathie Wolin
123 anystreet
Laguna Woods, CA 92637



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Sturgeon
4020 Meier St.
Los Angeles, CA 90066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Iris Barton
30 Stonebridge Drive
Hockessin, DE 19707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abha Harting
1819 N 36th St. apt. 3
Seattle, WA 98103-9088



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex Green
2365 Ocean Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Schildcrout
115 Market St
Amesbury, MA 01913



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Duane Schat
7985 S Vincennes Way
Centennial, CO 80112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Mark M M Giese
1520 Bryn Mawr Ave
Racine, WI 53403
 



(262) 637-1503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Staff
806 S. Walnut Street
Gerogetown, TX 78626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n fregin
po 1326
palatine, IL 60078



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Chamberlin
2512 E. Elder Dr.
Flagstaff, AZ 86001
 



928 814 8218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gina Wilson
306 Oakridge Rd.
Cary, NC 27511
 



(919) 460-4599



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
violet wallach
29 dudley ave
venice, CA 90291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irma Guevara
2613 England
HB, CA 92648



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alaina Reed
4431 NE 3rd Terrace
Pompano Beach, FL 33064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Coughlan
188 Bumila Drive
Raynham, MA 02767
 



508-577-1764



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
seth rigles
805 SW Broadway
Portland, OR 97205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan Fuchs
8230 SE 39th
Portland, OR 97202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Lakey
5813 Allendale Drive
Indianapolis, IN 46224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nafisa Mandani
318 Northumberland Way
Monmouth Junction, NJ 08852



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Schmitt
27750 Cornell St
Hemet, CA 92544-8225
 



9516581833



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fredde Hollman
420 E 124th St
Cleveland, OH 44108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Jo Weaver
P.O. Box 911
Verdi,, NV 89439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jocelyn Ziemian
1301 20th Street, NW #214
Washington, DC 20036
 



202/669-4965



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracey Hogan
829 Richmond Dr
Park City, UT 84098-6312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
K Reynolds
PO Box 1131
Ruidoso, NM 88355



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dilek Gonen
Levent
Istanbul, ot 34340



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Roseen-Czaplicki
18939 NE 20th Ct
Redmond, WA 98052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Land Use Paraleg Felicia Brechtel
3676 Monroe Street
Carlsbad, CA 92008
 



760-720-9807



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lorraine petro
278 edgewood ave
waterbury, CT 06706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vicki Word
600 General Goodwin Rd
Cerrillos, NM 87010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Odom
4121 NE 42nd St.
Lighthouse Point, FL 33064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
EVELYN DEBAUN
3931 WEST SURREY AVE
PHOENIX, AZ 850029
 



602.938.8865



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Palmieri
use e-mail
Allentown, PA 18104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Travis Thompson
225 23rd st. SW APT 405
Roanoke, VA 24014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Burke - Author Journey Home
5425 Club Head Road
Virginia Beach, VA 23455
 



(757) 963-1448



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. erin yarrobino
84-23 109 ave
ozone park, NY 11417



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Corey Prost
928 16th St.
Santa Monica, CA 90403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessie Root
155 Heritage St
Oceanside, CA 92058



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I CARE DEEPLY about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am APPALLED at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
I COULD CARE LESS ABOUT LAS VEGAS.  LET IT DRY UP AND DISAPPEAR FROM
THE FACE OF THE EARTH.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Gille



16003 2nd Place NE
Duvall, WA 98019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jodi Roberts
PO Box 1554
Buena Vista, CO 81211
 



(303) 952-0244



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lesley Lilleywick
150 dusty haboob trail
OROValley, AZ 85704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Hufnagel
1105 Maury River Road
Lexington, VA 24450



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Hufnagel
1105 Maury River Road
Lexington, VA 24450



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Hunt
508-640 Guelph Line
Burlington, ON L7R 3M9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Loretta Merrell
7659 e 42nd street
Tucson , AZ 85730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a part-time Nevada resident and taxpayer, I care deeply about the Great Basin and
about the plants and animals that live there. Therefore, I am appalled at the Southern
Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually
from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why should we pump our water to
southern Nevada only to support unsustainable growth? Why should we pump our water to
southern Nevada when there are other more viable means of meeting their water needs,
through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edyth Hutton
1057 War Bonnet Way
Incline Village, NV 89451





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adair DeLamater
660 Berrry's Mill Road
West Bath, ME 04530-6610
 



(207) 443-2696



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Enid Breakstone
164 Wetherell St.
Manchester, CT 06040
 



(860) 649-4488



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Munroe-Hunt
508-640 Guelph Line
Burlington, ON l7r3m9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Joan Patterson
1421 CR 323
Eureka Springs, AR 72632



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kyva holman
1455 1
oakland, CA 94606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Heeley
1800 Kohler Drive
Boulder, CO 80305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacqui Franklin
87 Uptown Rd Apt K-101
Ithaca, NY 14850
 



607-342-6530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gloria freeman
358 oxbow court
white lake, MI 48386



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Grondin
8 Fairview Ave
Malden, MA 02148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sharon frank
2200 uecker dr 4106
lewisville, TX 75067
 



972365748



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anita Smith
401 10th Street, SW
Cullman, AL 35055
 



615 720 6102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mirella Ostrec
5485 Potomac
Saint Louis, MO 63139
 



314-591-6600



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Grames
4262 W Camino Pintoresco
Tucson, AZ 85745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Trevor Phelps
5222 Portage road
niagara falls, ON L2e6b6
 



250-439-8103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Amy Heyneman
10579 NE Manor Lane
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken O'Connell
26302 Skyview drive
Hollywood, MD 20636



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marc Rubin
77 Mark Twain Drive
Hamilton Square, NJ 08690-2152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kimberly cresic
203 kauffman road
parkton, MD 21120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Corah
146 Ross Street
San Rafael, CA 94901
 



415-451-8190



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Hoechstetter
7865 Forest Brook Court
Powell, OH 43065-9247
 



614-799-1519



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard McPhail
154 Lake Just It Road
Great Meadows, NJ 07838



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
VICKIE BRYANT
11868 STONEY PEAK DR., APT.435
SAN DIEGO, CA 92128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brad Putz
801 Lyons-Bald Mtn. Rd. E. #111
Sonora, CA 95370-5869
 



209-532-6696



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ann Gamma
740 E Thomson Ave
Sonoma, CA 95476



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan M Brackett
1252 Hillcrest Dr
San Jose, CA 95120
 



408-997-7162



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hosanna Gonzalez
7980 Traditional Ct
Las Vegas, NV 89113



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. MARY` HOUSEL
Certified Athletic Trainer
354 SOUTH STREET
Fl 2



NEW PROVIDENCE, NJ 07974



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. MARY` HOUSEL
Certified Athletic Trainer
354 SOUTH STREET
Fl 2



NEW PROVIDENCE, NJ 07974



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan Sheline
111 Pinecrest Rd.
Durham, NC 27705-5822



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Cervene
7273 S Laredo St
Aurora, CO 80016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Studt
4230 E. Towne Blvd #102
Madison, WI 53704-3704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Tazzia
359 Chalfonte Ave.
Grosse Pointe Farms, MI 48236
 



(313) 884-2031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yasuko Margolis
102 Jacqueline Ave
Delran, NJ 08075
 



(856) 461-3815



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vivien Trichter
78 Einstein Way
East Windsor, NJ 08512
 



(609) 448-6999



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elena Lemmo
3119 Lynch St SW
Massillon, OH 44646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Oglesbee
105 E Front St
Media, PA 19063
 



215-495-3594



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Crockett
15 Manchester Rd
Winchester, MA 01890



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I have lived in the Las Vegas area, hiked in the desert and
mountains and care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live
there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options? Las Vegas has already outgrown itself by
overly  rapid development. Its time to slow down and conserve like so many other areas of
the country have done.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M.Janet Nelson



1100 N. Alder #2
Ellensburg, WA 98926



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Santilli
191 Rexford Dr
Hermitage, PA 16148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
NRS 533.370(6) requires you deny any application for interbasin transfer of water if the
transfer isn't "environmentally sound" for the basin being shorted.
 
Water drops 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin is dried. 8,000 wetland
acres is destroyed with 310 springs and 125 miles of streams.
 
Desert fish and springsnails will go extinct, other species will leave, including the imperiled
greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn
and elk.
 
This threatens the very nature of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and western Utah.
Deny the authority's water-rights applications based on the environmentally disasterous
results.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Burnett
654 San Patricio
Sunnyvale, CA 94085



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Isa-Huberta Rieckmann
Onodi ut8
Sopron -Ungarn, ot 9400



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Kovack
teacher
1013 Rural Farm Rd
Indian Trail, NC 28079



 
704-882-6212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Cunningham
504 N. Elmwood Dr.
Aurora, IL 60506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JANET LETUSICK-SPEAR
2601 NUTMEG CT
MAYS LANDING, NJ 08330
 



6096463015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Pleasant
8051 Darlington circle
Lakeland, FL 33809



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jody Soules
783 main St
Great Barrington, MA 01230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Metz
925 SW 52nd St
Cape Coral, FL 33914



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Belew
2343 Briar Branch Dr.
Houston, TX 77042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Gildehaus
P.O. Box 114
Nantucket, MA 02554
 



(508) 228-1894 ext.  x30



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yvonne Williams
177-34 145th Drive
Jamaica, NY 11434



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Baldwin
11532 Liggett St.
Norwalk, CA 90650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cristina Khuly
228 Park Avenue South
New York, NY 10003
 



917-612-7834



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Water rights are equal to life in the West.   The proposed SNWA pumping presents a risk
of death to native species and would be a foolhardy decision.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Frazee



499 Redmond Road
Eureka, CA 95503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Velva Kline
2400 Ed Edwards Rd.
Fayetteville, AR 72701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Velva Kline
2400 Ed Edwards Rd.
Fayetteville, AR 72701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Zoch
26419 Cypresswood Dr.
Spring, TX 77373



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Davis
972 Cutter Lane
Park City, UT 84098
 



801 792-2574



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kortney key
4148 e calle redonda, 85
phoenix, AZ 85018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Erin Caimi
3344 Antoine Wattigny Blvd
Kenner, LA 70065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teri Herbst
4910 Via El Sereno
Torrance, CA 90505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Grace
1 Amy Ct.
Robbinsville, NJ 08691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Kempf
120 Del Rio RD
Carpentersville, IL 60110
 



847-426-7746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Neste
4437 Garden Club St.
High Point, NC 27265



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kirk  Yake
4536 Santa Monica Ave
San Diego , CA 92107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ian George Walker
Triq Il-Hobbejza
Rabat, ot RBT1865



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
helen martin
p.o.box 6403
carmel, CA 93921



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carmen Plaza
4902 Washington St., #124
Hollywood, FL 33021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Parks
823 Trenton Ave.
Pt Pleasant, NJ 08742-2432
 



732-295-9044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Bruce Fowler
P. O. Box 220
Arab, AL 35016
 



256 665 4926



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances Delaney
103 48th Street NE
Seattle, WA 98125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Frank Millin
2209 N.E. 2 nd. St.  # 10
Pompano Beach,, FL 33062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Hughes
1919 Blair St.
Williamsport, PA 17701-3833



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Griffith
1345 W. 111th St.
Cleveland, OH 44102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Faye Johnson
15205 Upper East Zayante Road
Los Gatos, CA 95033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jill Brothers
47013 Tomahawk Drive
Negley, OH 44441
 



330-227-3656



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Smith
6794 E Bonanza Rd
Las vegas, NV 89110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Saba Valadkhan
10900 Euclid Avenue
Cleveland, OH 44106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
josh elbaum
1501 thayer avenue
los angeles, CA 90024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Candace Lewandowski
145 Picardy Villa Cir. Apt. 201
Brandon, FL 33510
 



813-661-9796



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Willcox
P.O. Box 691
Santa Barbara, CA 93102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anssi Haapala
Stolarminkatu 27
Turku, ot 20810



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Ann Liske
2200 Trinidad
Falls Church, VA 22043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
darynne jessler
4408 gentry av
valley village, CA 91607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Renita Jolley
2595 Canyon Blvd.
BOULDER, CO 80302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linea Anthony
1341Washington Ave.
Racine, WI 53403
 



2628981514



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kym Marullo
9 Glacier Street
Kenner, LA 70065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robert Howard
803 Dogwood Ave
Athens, PA 18810



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Roloff
9517 Q St
Live Oak, CA 95953



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Ellis
PO BOX 59
Sarah Ann, WV 25644



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Luterzo
39 Malcolm ave
Garfield, NJ 07026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Hatfield
2306 Lawrence Ave
Indianapolis, IN 46227
 



317-786-8992



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sam Furgiuele
169 Gragg Street
Boone, NC 28607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J.W.F. W Holliday
213 80th Avenue
Myrtle Beach, SC 29572
 



(843) 358-8300



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin Whitford
1926 Florida ct
San Diego, CA 92104
 



6196061657



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Weber
7621 Paradise Beach
Pasadena, MD 21122-3514



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Justis
P O Box 53
Telluride, CO 81435



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Jones
720 Columbus Ave
Bedford, IN 47421



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sara self
38 beauregard dr.
gretna, LA 700534854



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jon jenkins
0177 C.R.48
howard, CO 81233-9660
 



719-942-3212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ian Pribanic
7013 Caldwell Lane
Plano, TX 75025-3407
 



972 5276013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sonja Aikens
1020 Waverly
Walla Walla, WA 99362
 



(509) 526-9232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Todd White
15924 Hwy 49
Camptonville, CA 95922



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerica Smythe
3464 N Seneca Ct
Chandler, AZ 85224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Ann Margaret Mills
4017 Block Dr Apt 1164
Irving, TX 75038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joyce jones
3275 E.Cedar st
Decatur, IL 62521
 



217-433-8323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carrie  Schechter
648 10th Street Apt #4
Brooklyn, NY 11215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Geheran
3 Cottage Place
Westborough, MA 01581



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Dorothy Cardlin
3 Serene Ln
Yardley, PA 19067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dianne M Franco
po box 1031
La Quinta, CA 92247



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Williams
136 Sloop St
Jamestown, RI 02835
 



4014233864



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
G.F. Wade jr
9209 Villagewood Drive
Harrison, TN 37341



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Program Assistan William Boteler
811 Houston Avenue
Takoma Park, MD 20912
 



202-253-9435



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anca Vlasopolos
820 Notre Dame
Grosse Pointe, MI 48230
 



(313) 882-7216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Todd Weise
7510 Park Promenade Dr. #2022
Winter Park, FL 32792
 



407-571-4764



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jay Lee
5650 Oak Valley Rd
Kettering, OH 45440



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elysa G
555 broadway ave.
nyc, NY 10211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne Gordon-Watson
427 E. 83 St., #1B
New York, NY 10028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Andrea Lewandowski
341 1st St
Brooklyn, NY 11215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Misquez
4151 Deland Ave.
Pico Rivera, CA 90660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Holiday Houck
192 Commonwealth Ave.
Boston, MA 02116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Prieto
23091 sunfiel dr
boca raton, FL 33433



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
If you proceed with this water diversion, I will never visit Las Vegas again, and will be sure
to share my views with all my friends and family.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tamar  Rein



1318 Clara Lane
Davis, CA 95618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret G Tyler, Ph.D.
8 Cambridge Court
St. Louis, MO 63122
 



314-513-4108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gayle schuett
4171 Bishopsgate Way
Powell, OH 43065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Boyer c. August
1957 East Ave
Hayward, CA 94541-5405
 



510-303-2197



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norris Williams
2430 nw 38th St.
Gainesville, FL 32605-2648



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Molly Melamed
15344 Gold Hill Road
Boulder, CO 80302
 



303-459-3412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jane ellison
2665 leighton rd
shaker hts, OH 44120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cynthia brown
4509 boabadilla ave
sebring, FL 33872
 



(863) 471-6269



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please do not drain the central and eastern Nevada aquifers.  Deny the Southern Nevada
"Water Authority" permission to extract water.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Ron Brinkley



1105 Iron Ave. SW #105
Albuquerque, NM 87102
 
(415) 830-4331



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. c Rittenhouse
397 Catherine St Apt 3
Columbus, OH 43223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Berdeen
485 Fairview St., Apt A
Ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stanley L Swart
3315 Pickwick Dr. S.
Jacksonville, FL 32257



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss. Shawn Lockwood
240 West 300 North
Smithfield, UT 84335



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Burke
4236 Sunset Avenue
Indianapolis, IN 46208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elyse Steinman
PO Box 7716
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96158



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Watson  Gooch
1276 Johnson Ave
SLO , CA 93408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maryellen Bowen
24 Warren Drive
Seymour, CT 06483-3614
 



203-888-9825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rob Gonzalez
8840 Lake Park Circle N.
davie, FL 33328



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Josh Beck
1505 Vallejo Dr
San Jose, CA 95130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vanessa Boland
29537 Harvester Rd
Malibu, CA 90265
 



310-457-4912



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Morant
1398 S. Desert Crest Drive
Tucson, AZ 85713



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanie Merritt
P.O. Box 206
Seward, AK 99664



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Devon Shrago
1857 Thorstrand Rd
Madison, WI 53705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Fineran
110 W. Wissahickon Ave;
Flourtown, PA 19031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Becky Sorich
11320 Lincoln St
Taylor , MI 48180



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care a lot about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.   Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, which is  you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds
that the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being
diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species  like the  desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the  natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah.  Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause.
It is this generation's responsibility to conserve the environment not to destroy it.  People
have to learn to conserve water and only use it for necessity.     
 
Sincerely,
 
Maxine Jaffee
4743 N. Lavergne
Chicago, IL 60630



 
(773) 481-2559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
matt andrews
113 shears road
malone, NY 12953



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Miller
411 Poppinga Way
Santa Maria, CA 93455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. lennie rodoff
9145 SW 96th Court Road
ocala, FL 34481
 



(352) 291-7508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Strotkamp
641 Dellwood Dr
Ann Arbor, MI 48103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Brusca
31881 Via Oso
Trabuco Cyn., CA 92679



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shirley Chandl
10 Saint John Street
Jamaica Plain, MA 02130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Desiree' Fischer
38 Newton Ave. 3rd fl
Woodbury, NJ 08096



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A Sundarajan
1105 Ashhurst ln
McKinney , TX 75071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dale Gallagher
57 The Commons Unit 4
Moretown, VT 05660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Arnoth
3424 Motor Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Kemp
612 Hamilton Ave.
nashville, TN 37203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzette Clement
233 N. Bryar St.
Westland, MI 48185



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Hey - didn't the African Black Rhino become extinct worldwide a few weeks ago?  Las
Vegas is an entertainment city - that is it's only purpose.  Don't divert this water.  That is
madness.  Humans are just parasites eating up everything else.  Stop already.  I have
hiked and camped in the Great Basin - I love it there.  Las Vegas has the dough to recycle
and desalt water, so why not do it?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted. (I
don't know about all of this environmentall sound stuff - it would just be stupid).
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
(I'm not sure about these numbers - I don't know where they come from.  All I know is that
I'm running out of nice natural place to go because humans are greedy).
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.  If you get rid of the bugs and plants, the little animals don't eat, which
mean, the bigger animals don't eat.  None of this will occur if you get rid of the water.
Water is life's blood.  If Vegas wants a play area, they have the money to come up with a
better plan.
 
These applications  - Politics, politics, politics - threaten the very natural heritage of the
Great Basin in eastern Nevada and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right
applications based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause.   I
like Las Vegas, but not at the risk of endangering any more critters and plants.
 
Sincerely,
 
KT McCally
2000 W Pacific Ave
West Covina, CA 91790



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
HiC Luttmers
Concord
Menlo Park, CA 94025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
If Mayer
1819 Ontario PL nw
Washington, DC 20009
 



202 7851277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Hallor
8 Choate Rd
Belmont, MA 02478



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
GlennaMae Hendricks
1515 Young St
Alva, OK 73717



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Trent Buckman
3010 cadencia st.
carlsbad, CA 92009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nancy matthews
75 bell rock plaza
sedona, AR 86351



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Gray
7540 Amy Avenue
Fair Oaks, CA 95628



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Cowan
232 Robinhood Pl
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-2133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Ramos
999 Jason Way
Solvang, CA 93463



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Gruettner
213 Clearwood Lane
Shreveport, LA 71105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Usha Gordon
Fustic House
St Lucy, ot BB 27183



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tchira  Seligman
123 Main
Astoria, NY 11103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Campos
2200 20th Ave
Sacramento, CA 95822



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jena simms
9518 W San Juan Circle, Unit 304
Littleton, CO 80128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Franz Amador
4033 NE 57th St
Seattle, WA 98105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colin Donohue
18674 Evergreen Circle
Fountain Valley, CA 92708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stuart Emmons
1158 Fifth Avenue
New York, NY 10029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Tishgart
POB 473
Ross, CA 94957



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Robert Edwards
 
Robert Edwards
26126 Upton Cove
San Antonio, TX 78260





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katie  Spencer
1051 Ankeney Rd
Xenia, OH 45385



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Karen Strand
2263 N. 4th
Seelyville, IN 47878



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Lackey
3404 Magenta Way Apt 4
Brandon, FL 33511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jesse  Williams
1525 marlowe ave
cincinnati, OH 45224
 



513-563-7823



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ming Jiu Li
P.O. Box 92431
Durham, NC 27708-2431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erika Nagy
981 Hidden Creek
South Lyon, MI 48178



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leanne Abbott
8231 Fox Trail
Yucca Valley, CA 92284



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shyam  Parekh
5221 W. Ardea Ln
Spokane, WA 99208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Evanick
1104 Willow St
Wilkes-Barre, PA 18702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan Black
1338 Main Street, Apt. 1006
Columbia, SC 29201
 



(585) 645-5913



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacqueline Crank
352 Bolinas Rd
Fairfax, CA 94930-1904
 



415.419.5442



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Barr
414 Garden ST
Iowa City, IA 52245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Lange
2590 Cheshire Dr.
Florissant, MO 63033-1412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Reitemeyer
116 Mount Airy Road
Saugerties, NY 12477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karin Kozie
29580 Cty C
Washburn, WI 54891



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Michael Reid
49 Herrick Rd
Belfast, ME 04915



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claudia Gilmore
1148 Jefferson Heights Rd
Pittsburgh, PA 15235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alan jones
1334 sw 16th
portland, OR 97201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela W. Combes
501 West Gila Street
SIlver City, NM 88061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Dorothy M. Weber
Program Director
1502 S. Boulder 8H
Tulsa, OK 74119



 
918-582-4090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
pat rollo
3147 southfield dr.
herndon, VA 20171



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Mar K Lesher
25021 159th Street
Leavenworth, KS 66048
 



(913) 250-1771



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin...............
I have lived in Las Vegas before am concerned about all the plants and animals that live
there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
 Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A Poulos
566 44th st
Brooklyn, NY 11220





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Laetsch
1554 Leroy Ave.
Berkeley , CA 94708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Milliken
1256 Hudson Avenue
St. Helena, CA 94574
 



707-963-8754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Hugg
306 N. Winthrop Cir.
Mesa, AZ 85213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Boswell
105 Walden Street
Cambridge, MA 02140



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria  Colegas
5116 S. University Drive
Davie , FL 33328



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eugene Esterly III
389 Walnut Ln
Allentown, PA 18102
 



6109941774



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ted Hoffman
8433 N Hwy 3
Fort Jones, CA 96032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Fellows
12681 W. River Rd.
Aylett, VA 23009
 



804-353-9606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Watson
20406 Little Bear Crk. Rd. #35
Woodinville, WA 98072
 



(425) 486-7218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Barbezat
353 N. Liberty St.
Elgin, IL 60120-4207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jamie Meyer
NE 29th
Portland, OR 97232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Elizabeth Hanna
5329 Rome New London Road
Rome, NY 13440-8329



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jon Graham
52 S. Main Street
Rochester, VT 05767-0374



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Ellis
5405 N Vista Grande Drive
Otis Orchards, WA 99027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sheri cutright
221 white clover
chillicothe, IL 61523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fran Blessing
937 233rd Ave NE
Sammamish, WA 98074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacqueline Edmundson
4814 Walmsley Ave.
New Orleans, LA 70125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Too many people believe their needs come first over the rest of the population and the
environment. I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the
plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Ladd
104 Noxon St.



HOT SPRINGS, AR 71913



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Holly Ducharme
3840 11th ave sw
Naples, FL 34117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Flatto
945 Wright St
Santa Rosa, CA 95404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherri Schottlaender
1411 Torrance Street
San Diego, CA 92103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norman Sams
1150 SW Bridlewood Dr
Dallas, OK 97338
 



(503) 623-6976



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shanta Gabriel
Casa Grande Rd.
Petaluma , CA 94954



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kurt Arensmeyer
2000 Squilchuck Rd
Wenatchee, WA 98801
 



5098604083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elmo Dunn
208 Harrogate Pl
Longwood, FL 32779



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Winifred (Penny) Mears
11428 Sugarmaple Lane
Orlando, FL 32121-7919



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maryellen Redish
671 S. Riverside Drive #6
Palm Springs, CA 92264



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Karko
90 Lapointe Street
Winooski, VT 05404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. George Phillips
717 Carl Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nora Nelle
932 Woodlawn Avenue
Phoeniville, PA 19460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
RACHEL CLARKEROBERTS
3252 LEMMONS ST
RIVERBANK, CA 95367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
NANCY HOPKINS
14951 NE 8 AVE
MIAMI, FL 33161



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eliette Bozzola
Les Alpilles
St Martin de Crau, ot 13310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colin Mackay
NFA
Melbourne, ot 3000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Blake Allen
1809 Cooper Road
Sebastopol, CA 95472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert L Sain MD
3560 Charter Place
Ann Arbor, MI 48105
 



734-213-6789



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barb Slingerland
5573 S. Park Place
Rochelle, IL 61068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard  Burdo
119 E. Pothouse Road
Phoenixville, PA 19460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabrielle Leyden
c/o A. Leyden, 1203 Kendal Way
Sleepy Hollow, NY 10591



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Warren
308 E Oak St, #102
Fort Collins, CO 80524



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Frey
833 Midland St #3
Madison, WI 53715
 



608-256-0905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jason klinkel
222 s fayette st
alexandria, VA 22314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Attorney Erin Ganahl
3800 Bayo
Oakland, CA 94619
 



(541) 520-1203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Dzubak
69 Elton Avenue
Yardville, NJ 08620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Segal
33 Fairview Ave
Tarrytown, NY 10591-4141



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr John D SwainDS
7758com7 W 91st St., Apt 3
104
Playa Del Rey , CA 90293



 
310-292-9783



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Dare
1081 Court #810A
Memphis, TN 38104-2126
 



(901)521-8120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Sanders
1920 N Kedzie Ave
Chciago, IL 60647



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Meltzer
401 Spanish Oak Trail
Dripping Springs, TX 78620
 



512 8580515



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valerie Baldwin
243 Echo Lane
Portola Valley, CA 94028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carmen Saenz
1340 Palmer
Plymouth, MI 48170



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Garbacz
5301 S. Nordica Ave.
Chicago, IL 60638



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Wolinsky
3117 W. 35th Avenue
Denver, CO 80211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Van Horn
1301 W 40th
Kansas City, MO 64111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amber Sims
803 Fawn Place
Santa Barbara, CA 93105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joyce jones
3275 E.Cedar st
Decatur, IL 62521
 



217-433-8323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elfriede tarpey
197 Vanderbilt Blvd
Oakdale, NY 11769



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ginny Schneider
25 Park Street
Henniker, NH 03242
 



6034283128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erik Booth
E5064 Anderson Rd
Ironwood, MI 49938



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ana andrade
3839 Gannon Ln.
Dallas, TX 75237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
It is simply wrong that Las Vegas should attempt to continue its unsustainable growth at
the expense of the lives of the people and the ecosystems of the Great Basin.  The Basin
is not a wasteland to be pillaged to line the pockets of the barons on Las Vegas.  There
are people, animals and plants living out there.  They understand the limits of growth,
living in a sometimes harsh and unforgiving environment.  Las Vegas needs to learn
something about such limits.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.



 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Kenneth Able
535-000 Little Valley Road
Bob's Creek Ranch
McArthur, CA 96056
 
530-524-5755



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Watkins
Bryan Drive
Rehoboth Beach, DE 19971



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mercer field
6 rebel road
westport, CT 06880



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stefano aldighieri
1855 industrial st
los angeles, CA 90021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
D  C Harris
2528 E 19th St
Tulsa, OK 74104
 



8307081513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
david wen riccardi-zhu
555 Main St Apt S515
New York, NY 10044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vincent Pawlowski
255 W. University Blvd.
Tucson, AZ 85705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louis Nielsen
81 Grotto Ave
Providence, RI 02906
 



401.274.49152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allison Krom
4811 garfield street
la mesa, CA 91941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Murray
855 W. Dillon Rd.
Louisville, CO 80027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Manning
3302 Main Street
Morgantown, PA 19543



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosina Cretney
321 Clay St. #86
Ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Balgemann
2255 E Balsam Circle
Mesa, AZ 85204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
andrew Sahalie
2717 Western Ave #7020
Seattle, WA 98121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Sharon Bailey
1704 Baylor Drive
Richardson, TX 75081-5311



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Luiza Grunebaum
2400 Hudson Terrace
Fort Lee, NJ 07024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Beverly
PO Box 1198
Orange, TX 77631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
RAY ROGERS
503
NORTH BRUNSWICK, NJ 08902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Fischer
26017 langston Ave
glen oaks, NY 11004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Berkeley
2
Santa Barbara, CA 93105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carrie Simpson
60 Hiatt St
Lebanon, OR 97355



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Bailey
P. O. Box 992480
Redding, CA 96099-2480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Santano
716 Avenue Y
Brookltyn, , NY 11235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
*unsustainable* growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Sandstrom
PO Box 3307
Jersey City, NJ 07303
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marguerite Huggins
601 Kensington Drive
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-6730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Einar Thorsen
217 Dupps Ave
Pueblo, CO 81005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helmut Kayan
230 Oak Street Apt. 33
San Francisco, CA 94102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Aughinbaugh
424 Innisfail Drive
Webster Groves, MO 63119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clinton Chamberlain
1338 Cedar Oaks Blvd.
Dallas, TX 75216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
miguel ramos
2319 pacific st
bellingham, WA 98229
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allison Hegan
521 La Mesa Place
Pasadena, CA 91103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Sueoka
6295 Olohena Road
Kapaa, HI 96746
 



(808) 652-5260



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Weddle
5195 W Nova Drive
Bloomington, IN 47404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arnold Haber
224-09 Horace Harding Expressway
Oakland Gardens, NY 11364



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. brenda kroupa
5609 bloomingdale ave
richmond, VA 23228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Dzikowski
94 Coklin Road
Washington, PA 15301
 



724-510-8671



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rob Gallinger
6232 Springvale Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90042-2020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Callahan
145 St Paul Road
Milan, NY 12571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rod E. E Mc Connell
15704-90th Ave.
Edmonton, AB T5R 4W6
 



(780) 489-7653



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary etta moose
1962 powell st
san francisco, CA 94133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
b Fleitman
24 McComb Rd
Princeton, NJ 08540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rev. Jacqueline Ziegler
25934 W Laneville Rd
Ingleside, IL 60041
 



847-629-5868



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Las Vegas needs to live within it's own means. No further expansion. The city is already
gutting the Colorado. It's a desert! It's beyond time to get serious about water useage.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristin Thigpen



4039 Shadowhill Drive
Santa Rosa, CA 95404
 
707-539-5552



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjory Bryan
1032 SE 35th
Portland, OR 97214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
When humans choose to live in an arid region they need to adjust their water
requirements.  No lawns, no fountains, swimming pools should be covered when not in
use to reduce evaporation.  Water is not an inexhaustible resource and conservation must
be part of every water user's daily life.  I beg you to try conservation before you take any
more water from our wild lands.  Water is life.  It should never be wasted!
 



Sincerely,
 
Leslie DeLange
2225 Compass Cv
San Leandro, CA 94579



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Pacifico
3003  88th Place
Kenosha, WI 53142
 



262/694-1256



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
linda mccartney
856 olive street
big stone, SD 57216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gene Leganza
22 Belden Hill Ln
Wilton, CT 06897



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Rogers
1050 CR44
Angleton, TX 77515



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I write because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live
there.
 
I  am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires that the
state engineer deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Given the catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this
groundwater extraction, as documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft
environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal, this project is obviously NOT
environmentally sound.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
Deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they must be off the table.
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Carranza
1330 Tulip Court
Healdsburg, CA 95448





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Tozzi
61 Frederick Avenue
Yardville, NJ 08620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Hottel
1000 Royal Circle
Arlington, TX 76017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nick Turchak
190 72nd st apt 193
Brooklyn, NY 11209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Hasselbrink
5701 S. Interstate 25
Pueblo, CO 81004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Eberle
2009 Alberta Avenue
Venice, CA 90291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlotte Grillot
406 West 56th street
New York, NY 10019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ray Shilling
100 Greenwich Court
San Ramon, CA 94583



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheila Parks
34 Glass Works Rd
Berkshire,, MA 01224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Larry A Boersma
4238 65th Ter E
Sarasota, FL 34243
 



(941) 379-6032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
RICHARD WARTELL
26551 DAPHNE WAY
WILLITS, CA 95490



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Culmo
15 Laurel Ave
Apt. 2
Derby, CT 06418



 
203-2835618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Southard
1515 W. Ogden Ave
La Grange Park, IL 60526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Roberta Solomon
6228 Tangelo Pl.
Simi Valley, CA 93063
 



805-368-2811



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike McCormick
1414 NE 70th
Seattle, WA 98115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Neal King
Telecommunications Consultant
811 York St.
Oakland, CA 94610



 
(498) 913-9597 ext. 82



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Dillon
20190 Green Oak Dr.
Euclid, OH 44117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Courtney Glondeniz
1509 Granite Hills
1509 Granite Hills
El Cajon, CA 92019



 
6199336816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Levy
1255 Waller
San Francisco, CA 94117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brent Mitchell
2940 Camino Serbal
Carlsbad, CA 92009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Saul Markowitz
318 N. California St.
Burbank, CA 91505-3507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dean Cobb
5837 Morgan Place #99
Stockton, CA 95219-4620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steven saiz
4840 Decatur St
Denver, CO 80221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Merlene Stuerzer-Rhodes
22806 E. 131 St. So.
Broken Arrow, OK 74014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Wickard Workman
6910 Appaloosa Drive
Lakeland, FL 33811



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Thompson
Box 7
Babb, MT 59411



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jamie Y McCulloch
3331 Wilmot Ave
Columbia, SC 29205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allison Thompson
829 W. Waveland, Apt. 1S
Chicago, IL 60613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rick Lambert
439 Log Cabin
Independence, OR 97351



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there are extremely important and
that is why I am so horrified by the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada
to transport it to Las Vegas. I have been to Las Vegas...it is QUITE BIG ENOUGH already
and the water needed elsewhere in the state must not be diverted to a place that has
enough NOW . Las Vegas should not  be allowed to expand at the expense of other  parts
of Arizona. Rather than deprive other areas of their much needed water, there are OTHER
ways to provide water  to southern Nevada such as increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options. Those options must be EXHAUSTED before water
is taken from other parts of the state.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
If  precious water is diverted to Las Vegas, water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-
plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland habitats would be dried, destroyed and
converted to dryland grasses and annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass
and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310
springs and 125 miles of perennial streams. This must not happen. The toll on species
would be staggering, and some species of desert fish and springsnails would go extinct.
Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the imperiled greater sage
grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sued D'Onofrio
805 Watson Drive
Keysville, VA 23947



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Padalino
3999 NY 150
West Sand Lake, NY 12196
 



5186740047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Johnson
14715 Pan Am Avenue
Chantilly, VA 20151



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karyn Posella
1129 Jefferson Ave.
Defiance, OH 43512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Poulios
2365 Union Street
San Francisco, CA 94123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Patton
2280 Thousand Oaks Dr.
Hernando, MS 38632
 



870 8970042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kerry Stevens
108 Bowery
New York, NY 10013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Hockridge
5616 Circle Dr.
El Sobrante, CA 94803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yanula Pengenika
5657 Brooks Ln
n/a
Milton, FL 32571



 
(850)463-4110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Drake
2452 North Janssen
Chicago, IL 60614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irene Brady
9647 Wagner Creek Road
Talent, OR 97540
 



(541) 535-3189



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
P. A.  Paye
686 Snake Road
Newbury, VT 05051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jane Chischilly
420 A Tombstone Canyon
Bisbee, AZ 85603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brad Feldman
10 Woodbury Ct
Hicksville, NY 11801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause to the Eastern Great Basin
ecosystem. In light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable and
sustainable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Flavia Sordelet
1145 Holly Rd
Tahoe City, CA 96145
 



530-583-5357



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gina Bua
2212 SE 146th Ave
Vancouver, WA 98683



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalie Schrey
5840 Estes Ln
Wesley Chapel, FL 33545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Nelson
6933 Stagecoach Rd
Dublin, CA 94568
 



925-949-6692



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Minenna
10401 Wedd
Overland Park, KS 66212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anny Campbell
17705 133rd pl se
Renton , WA 98058



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maria wahrendorf
3321 devonshire dr
holiday, FL 34691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leah James
83755 Peninsula Road
Fall Creek, OR 97438



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Devine
1377 Walnut Terrace
Boca Raton, FL 33486



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Ann Markham
2625A So. Michigan Ave.
Chicago, IL 60616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marianne Verhagen
Socialwork
12030 NW 15th Ct
Pembroke Pines, FL 33026



 
9542519835



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Kaylo
10035 Lime Creek Rd
Leander, TX 78641



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosiland DuPont
4719 Harmon Ave. Apt 217
Austin, TX 78751



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MICHAEL HERRICK
33 herrick lane
GOLD CREEK, MT 59733



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Bykonen
3871 Stikes Dr. SE
Lacey, WA 98503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Beth Brant
19049 Hanna
Melvindale, MI 48122
 



(313) 381-1678



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Thompson
12623 Quercus Lane
Wellingon, GA 33414
 



5617982152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harvey Brenneise
525 N. Main St.
Chadron, NE 69337



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Miller
843 Bert Stinson Rd.
Falkville, AL 35622
 



256-482-3316



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Duff
22490 Yerba Santa Rd
Sonora, CA 95370



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
corey parker
1912 kingsley dr
schaumburg, IL 60194
 



(847) 219-4407



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Goodhart
56 Boardman
Newburyport , MA 01950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean-Baptiste Jung
49th St
New York, NY 10292-0001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim Ryan
34522 via verde
capistrano beach, CA 92624
 



949-489-9328



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chiu Kellen
P.O. Box 707
Carmel, IN 46082



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Griffin
4 Duane Drive
Lake Ronkonkoma, NY 11779



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gordon Hait
503 Mission Dr.
Olympia, WA 98506
 



360 701-4535



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
GEORGE GROVER
954 Henderson Ave. #140
Sunnyvale, CA 94086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr Hegeman
899 10th ave
ny, NY 10019
 



2122378289



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Howard
4399 Sweet Briar
Ventura, CA 93003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katie McGrath
5218 Knobs Road
Ridgeway, WI 53582



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen View
PO Box 48
Chemung, NY 14825
 



(607) 731-1198



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dam Spahn
555 sunset drive
Paradise, CA 95969



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Audra Gabler
11597 Harbour Light Dr.
North Royalton, OH 44133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy Armour
29 E. San Marcos Rd.
Santa Fe, NM 87508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin Cord
6 Old Gate Lane
Wilmington, DE 19810



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Stevens
515 SW 69th St
Lawton, OK 73505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ross Levin
17 Prospect Place
Brooklyn, NY 11217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janis Blevins
6402 Hollywood Drive
Parma, OH 44129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Mayeux
37 Rue Bordeaux
Hattiesburg, MS 39402-8079



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nayeem Aslam
429NHamilton
Villa Park, IL 60181
 



6309167157



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Bosch
1271 Westwood Street
Redwood City, CA 94061
 



650-363-9244



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Bergman
5535 Willis Ave.
Sherman Oaks, CA 91411



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristin Keith
446 E. Michigan Ave
Grass Lake, MI 49240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sean Brady
1124 e 14th
Lafayette, OR 97127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Freyda Isaacs
9 Lowbank Court
Willowdale, ON m2m 3a5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Lopez
41-025 Hihimanu Street
Waimanalo, HI 96795



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Verdier
3900 N. Stevens Street
Alexandria, VA 22311
 



7039315162



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Ruddell
PO Box 1247
Kilauea, HI 96754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ANNE BEST
1 SICILIAN WALK
LONG BEACH, CA 90803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Rasmussen
88 COncow Maidu Drive
Oroville , CA 95966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen O'Connell
4501 N. Bernard St.
Chicago, IL 60625-5413



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruthd Darden
900 University St. #401
Seattle, WA 98101
 



206 525-9910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Mossbarger
868 E 500 S
Salt Lake City, UT 84102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Fitzgerald
113 Beadel Street
Brooklyn, NY 11222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger P P Kovach
P.O. Box 411
10 Hillside Ave.
Bolinas, CA 94924



 
(415) 868-1613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don W. Powers
3900 Pacific Ave. #1
MARINA DEL REY, CA 90292-5918



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Davy Davidson
PO Box 1939
Los Altos, CA 94023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Jungman
837 Sherman Avenue
Evanston, IL 60202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Snell
7591 W. F Ave.
Kalamazoo, MI 49009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. larry stewart
5940 west plymouth drive
littleton, CO 80128
 



303 972-3818



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
daniel  galvin
4991 dry creek
napa, CA 94558



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Laurence Overmire
6498 Lowry Drive
West Linn, OR 97068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
I lived in the Great Basin for 15 years, and throughout those 15 years I was astounded
with how inappropriate living practices were.  In defiance of all sensitivity to their desert
climate, people poured  60% of their drinking water (snow) onto grass lawns and
expanded into areas where people cannot live sustainably, let alone in balance with
nature. More people are scera-scaping now, but not enough. Our desert living practices
are in need of a makeover.



 
Let's start by being more realistic with aquifer water. Our aquifers contain pristine waters
that have taken hundreds of years to percolate down. These waters should not be used
faster than they are deposited. What is being proposed goes against logic and would
empty these aquifers more quickly than they can possibly be refilled. Someone needs to
take a stand. You are in the position to do so: please stand!
 
Sincerely,
 
Marti Allen
2709 Sprning Valley Drive
Jonesboro, AR 72404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gay Chung
1517 Waller St.
San Francisco, CA 94117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Meleah Himber
214 Stratford Ave #3
Pittsburgh, PA 15206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Coulter
3000 Connecticut Ave NW
Washington, DC 20008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Manning-Brown
3640 Walnut Avenue
Long Beach, CA 90807-4310
 



(562) 843-6357



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Jennings
221 Blackhawk Road
Highland Park, IL 60035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MaryLee King
2017 Baffin Bay Drive
Plano, TX 75075



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ginny Griffin
PO Box 3004
Breckenridge, CO 80424



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leon Paley
32 Jensen St.
East Brunswick, NJ 08816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Viv Cecil
Bagham Lane
Herstmonceux, ot BN27 4NA



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan ALLEN
2045 Victorine Road
Livermore, CA 94551



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chad Vega
248 cambridge ave
Jersey City, NJ 07307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Radu Bogdan
12456 Culver Blvd. # 16
Los Angeles, CA 90066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raymond Gill
200 217th PL SW
Bothell, WA 98021-8227
 



(425) 481-7244



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
eugene caso
48 white birch lane  #216
indian lake, NY 12842



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cailin Swarm
785 Morro St Apt C
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Christensen
PO Box 48
Wonder Lake, IL 60097



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian  Bastarache
NRM Dpt.
Bcahs
Dighton, MA 02715





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Azima Lila Forest
410 W San Vicente St
Silver City, NM 88061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Fossen
1139 S Brentwood St
Lakewood, CO 80232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie O'Brien
5441 S. Kenwood Ave
chicago, IL 60615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra King
239 Rawson Road, Apt 2
Apt 2
Brookline, MA 02445





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Adachi
1230 Acacia Avenue
Glendale, CA 91205
 



818 243-4169



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Cobb
7715 College Town Dr
Sacramento, CA 95826
 



916-381-4534



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marnelle Curtis
116 S. Maple Ave., B3
Oak Park, IL 60302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. I grew up in the Las Vegas Valley, and my roots there run deep. My
great-grandparents were alfalfa farmers in nearby Mesquite, my grandparents worked on
the Strip in the 1950's and 1960's, my father worked for local PBS affiliate KLVX for 30
years, and I received my college education at UNLV. I am fully aware of the water issues
that plague the area. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



 
Chenoa Ohlson
909 NE Roselawn Street
Portland, OR 97211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valerie Fennnell
892 Amsterdam Ave., N.E.
Atlanta, GA 30306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Woolford
12333 Rosewood
Overland Park, KS 66209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Detrick
8115 37th Avenue No.
St. Petersburg, FL 33710
 



727-347-8693



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cienna Simmons
1060 Centennial Blvd
Springfield, OR 97477
 



5415107269



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan Stolzenberg
32 Arlington Rd
W Hartford, CT 06107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karina Mertzman
1620 Amberjac Ct
Merritt Island, FL 32952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. penelope mahar
3506 Carnation Ave.
los Angeles, CA 90026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Dineen
80490 28th St.
Lawton, MI 49065
 



2696246072



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike fahrlander
8610 HWY 114
Gunnison, CO 81230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Circus Szalewski
222 S Central Ave, #128
Los Angeles, CA 90012-4233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Buhlman
3633 N 3rd Avenue, unit 2036
Phoenix, AZ 85013
 



6029032170



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Tina Cook
21057 Lariet Trl
Kirksville, MO 63501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Roberts
6635 Desert vw, dr
W.Richland, WA 99353



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Snider
396 laurel mtn rd
Blue Ridge, GA 30513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
VAIDA MALECKAITE
2151 GRAND TETON BLVD
MELBOURNE, FL 32935



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Hicks
1309 Glenfield Ave.
Oakland, CA 94602
 



5108423736



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Kurcz-Easom
2259 Mt. Whitney Dr.
Pittsburg, CA 94565



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John and Betty Weber
236 Monee Rd
Park Forest, IL 60466



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Flynn Dente
2215 Decatur Road
Wilmington, DE 19810



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a former resident of California and Oregon, I am somewhat familiar with water issues.
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Sheppard
136 Canterbury St
Presque Isle, ME 04769



 
(207) 768-9455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Merlene Stuerzer-Rhodes
22806 E. 131 St. So.
Broken Arrow, OK 74014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Muriel Shickman
21650 E. Garrett Rd.
Peyton, CO 80831



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jay snider
15940 cannel point dr
sale creek, TN 37373



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Sheythe
32483 Oakville Rd SW #44
Albany, OR 97321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth  Emmons
160 West 106th Street
New York, NY 10003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Woods
226 Environs Road
Potomac falls, VA 20165



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katie Keppinger
2935 30th St.
San Diego, CA 92104
 



619-884-5979



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
max mensing
california
yachats, OR 97498



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ravital A
744 Harvard Ave. E. #102
Seattle, WA 98102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
albert bechtel
4131-11th.ave.ne       apt.109
seattle, WA 98105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Nickels
2880 Trigg Tower
Simpson, IL 62985



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Romy Goltz
11817 Lima Drive
Manor, TX 78653



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Tuttle
605 N. Almon St. #34
Moscow, ID 83843



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emanuela Levin
1400 East Ave, Apt 101
Rochester, NY 14610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie  Shear
8711 Polk St.
Zeeland, MI 49464



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Nadolski
8741 Palmerson Drive
Antelope, CA 95843



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate  Corder
93 Cholmeley Road
Reading, ot RG1 3LY



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randy Pekarik
3116 Riviera Drive
Key West, FL 33040-4630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yadira  Blanco
4343 91st pl
Elmhurst, NY 11373



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cherrie Higgins
PO Box 3693
Plymouth, MA 02361



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Finn
101 Herman's Court
Moyock, NC 27958



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Hallett
6430 E. SR 45
Bloomington, IN 47408-9222
 



12-332-5021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
noenoe barney-campbell
po box 62238
honolulu, HI 96839



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Nancy Woolley
121 Greenbrook Dr.
Stoughton, MA 02072
 



781-341-8791



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betsie Cole
16125 Lee Hwy
Bristol, VA 24202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert & Renee Pound
1400 Abbey Ct.
concord, CA 94518



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Blake Holderman
9437 Culross Ct.
Dublin, OH 43017
 



614 769-5065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Sherman
203 Green St
Brooklyn, NY 11222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
c l
1 neroly rd
oakley, CA 94561



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aurélie Couffon
Avenue des Perdrix
La Varenne, ot 94210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosalind de Rolon
5625 Key St. #C
Dallas, TX 75205-5004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stacey Daniels-Dattilo
12705 Vista Pine Circle
Fort Myers, FL 33913



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Ryan
296 DeKalb Avenue
Brooklyn, NY 11205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annah Sobelman
3123 Dona Elena Place
Studio City, CA 91604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Fifer
16077 Willow Creek Rd.
Lewes, DE 19958
 



3026446829



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
barbara lester
534 New Hampshire
Norfolk, VA 23508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne Johnson
611 East Virgina
La Veta, CO 81055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Achey
25 12th St.
Union Dale, PA 18470



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Sugarman
PO Box 923
Malibu, CA 90265
 



(310) 457-2961



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randi Smith
499 7th Ave.
New York, NY 10018
 



(347) 335-0358



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Rattigan
21892 Blue Bird Lane
Frankfort, IL 60423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Potter
572 Clayroot Rd
Dallas, GA 30132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Lima
5030 n. Ledge ave
Burbank, CA 91505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Huszagh
1200 N West St
Wheaton, IL 60187-3578



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frederick Westphal
4740 E Wackerly Rd
Midland, MI 48642



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Mustain
407 W. Illinois St.
Urbana, IL 61801-3214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Weeks
2287 Westwood Rd
West Palm Beach, FL 33415



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claudia Castillo
14342 SW 136 Ave
#1
Miami, FL 33186





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. A Snyder
400 Saint Andrews Ln
Gurnee, IL 60031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ECOLOGIST DAVID BRADBURY
1565 CERRO GORDO RD
SANTA FE, NM 87501
 



505-986-8342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia McKelvie
54 S. Nome St.
Aurora, CO 80012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Adams
522 N. 6th Street
Missouri Valley, IA 51555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rich Silver
17086 Glenshire Dr.
Truckee, CA 96161



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DAISY TOM
PO BOX 1442
Glenpool, OK 74033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Howard
2579 Stansberry Way
Sacramento, CA 95826-2122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Tarango
1580 Corte la Canada
Santa Fe, NM 87501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caleb Freese
433 warren st
Brooklyn, NY 11217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lawrence Williams
P.O. Box 793
Trinidad, CA 95570



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike O'Connell
P.O. Box 6368
Bozeman, MT 59771



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Tom S Butler
511 Summit Ave
Ligonier, PA 15658
 



717.440.0928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan Robertson
4800 University Dr.  Apt.11E
Durham, NC 27707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Berger
4412 Ocean View Boulevard, #207
Montrose, CA 91020
 



818-957-2257



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer  Khovananth
5808 Namakagan Rd
Bethesda, MD 20816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bobbie Stebor-meyer
5530 beverly road, sw
cedar rapids, IA 52404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amynomene Sedition
320 N. 3rd St.
Avondale, AZ 85323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would you pump the water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
I do not live in Nevada, but I am a very frequent visitor.  If this pipeline proceeds, I will not
be returning with my tourist dollars, and I will be telling everyone I know of our 'Snowbird"
friends to do the same.
 
Sincerely,
 



Jane Culmer
Box 791
Lake Cowichan, BC V0R 2G0



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Saxe
2956 Anzar Road
Aromas, CA 95004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JENNIFER CIAMBRONE
35 3RD ST #A13
CLIFTON, NJ 07011
 



9736662141



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
N X
Fallon
SD, CA 92130-1870



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Carlson
7000 Saint Annes Avenue
Lanham, MD 20706-3470



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Szymanowski
 P.O. Box 74
Curtice, OH 43412-0074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Luisa Patroni
8305 Crespi Blvd
Miami Beach, FL 33114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norma Russo
400 Atrium Drive
Somerset, NJ 08873



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Amato
4251 Tujunga Ave, Apt. #10
Apt. #10
Studio City, CA 91604



 
818-509-0125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Leiner
680 Long Hill Ave
Shelton, CT 06484



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosemary Ward
1216 Greenway St.
Greenville, MS 38701-6439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Cain
2800 Spaulding Road
St Johnsbury, VT 05819



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L R
5208 Manila Ave #5
Oakland, CA 94618
 



(510) 967-9673



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Novak
840 1st Ave, Apt 4
Salt Lake City, UT 84103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
wendy ford
1326 campus ave
redlands, CA 92374



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Chokan
4421 Akita dr
Tampa, FL 33624



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhonda Swineford
10570 E. Elkridge Place
Tucson, AZ 85730-5024
 



N/A



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Bell
1005 F Street NE
Washington, DC 20002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I have greatly enjoyed my visits to the Great Basin areas of Nevada and Utah. I care
deeply about  the plants and animals that live there, and am distressed by the Southern
Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export many billions of gallons of water
annually from the aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. My information is that increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options can supply as much
water without degrading ecology of the Great Basin?
 
I understand that Nevada law requires you,to deny an application for an interbasin transfer
of water if you find that the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the
basin being diverted. The Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact
statement" for the pipeline proposal documents  catastrophic and irreversible impacts that
would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction I am told.
Therefore your only legal action would seem to be to deny a permit for the proposed
pipeline.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Otter
2300 W. Alameda St. #D3
Santa Fe, NM 87507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Megan Odle
P.O. Box 414
Waverly, TN 37185-0414
 



615-584-1776



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norma Rocklage osf
3200  Cold Spring Road
Indianapolis, IN 46222 1960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ROCIO GRANADOS
CALLE 110#11C-43
B, ot 1



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Martin
76 Fordham Drive
Buffalo, NY 14216-3112
 



716-875-1650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan C Taylor
1850 Smoke Tree Lane
Palm Springs, CA 92264
 



(760) 408-2488



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nick takacs
11760 newton st
westminster, CO 80031
 



970-754-6260



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberto Andrighetto
via crema 21
milan, ot 21100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Murphy
7629 Seagull Ct
SAN DIEGO, CA 92123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Pease
201 Circle West
Jupiter, FL 33458



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
The people elected you to stand up for their rights and that includes protecting precious
natural resources, which once depleted, will never return. We can no longer afford to
decimate our wild areas for the sake of yet another unsustainable development. We can
turn the tide and start providing good models for development - and you can be the
catalyst. Please reconsider your stand on this critical issue for Nevada, and one that
affects many more states now and into the future.



 
Sincerely,
Karen I. Fiene, AIA LEED AP
 
Karen Fiene
1207 Peralta Ave
Berkeley, CA 94706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carrie A. Snyder
27097 Adonna Court
Los Altos Hills, CA 94022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bo Breda
2864 Maricopa
Richmond, CA 94804-1014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Blair
1905 S Johnson Street
Missoula, MT 59801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Waggoner
10009 Commonwealth Blvd.
Fairfax, VA 22032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary clark
3909 kennison
louisville, KY 40207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We are writing to you because we care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants
and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vernon and Mary Joyce Dixon
6217 Upper Hightower Rd
Hiawassee, GA 30546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Darling
PO Box 1525
Snowflake, AZ 85937



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Dein
2113 Keyes Ave
Madison, WI 53711-1930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CYNTHIA VIRNIG
4901 Camden Rd
MADISON, WI 53716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brad Hunziker
855 Wilcox Ave #204
Los Angeles, CA 90038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why pump
water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Loy Zimmerman
4325 Vermont St
Long Beach, CA 90814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Cazorla
72 aristide maillol
Toulouse, ot 31100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Buddha Shakya
2490 J Street
San Diego, CA 92102
 



laxmi1956@yahoo.com



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Craig
4701 Crane Street
Eureka, CA 95503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
judy farrell
4347 colony
bow, WA 98232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Friedman
671 Morse St.
San Jose, CA 95126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerald Wolfe
474 Snyder Hill Rd.
Ithaca, NY, NY 14850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Tucker
626 Wisteria Ln.
Santa Rosa, CA 95407



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
richard ostrosky
2123 village road
EFFORT, PA 18330
 



5706195326



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Gabioud
111 W. Streamwood blvd.c
Streamwood, IL 60107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Walter Terrell
830 Hollywood Avenue
NYC, NY 10465
 



(914) 723-5924



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please deny this application.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin.
 
I care about the plants and animals that live there.
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
 
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.



 
Sincerely,
 
gayle goff
1106 upland
austin, TX 78741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellis Baehr
Arden Road
Pittsburgh, PA 15216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Fusner
6609 Illinois Avenue
Hammond, IN 46323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Victor Smalley
5517 Sentinel Bridge
Las Vegas, NV 89130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lakshmi Hackett
3251 E Maplewood Ct
Centennial, CO 80121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Kline
1221 Mariner Dr.
San Francisco, CA 94130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Hopkins
250 Schoolside Lane
Guilford, CT 06437
 



(203) 458-6290



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Craig
4701 Crane Street
Eureka, CA 95503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Fitzgerald III
12 Maple Ave
Somerville, MA 02145-3805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Olga Roche
13328 lull st
North hollywood, CA 91605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss ann tagawa
2210 mariposa ave.
boulder, CO 80302
 



(303) 443-8303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jason palmer
1351 montego # 81
# 4
walnut creek, CA 94598





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Candace Batten
1936 Whitmore Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90039
 



(310) 385-7188



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Ayres
25W640 Indian Hill woods rd
Naperville, IL 60563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel Zetzer
8732 Rangely ave
West Hollywood, CA 90048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada.
 
I am not a Nevada resident BUT I've logged many hours in the Great Basin in Oregon,
Nevada, California, and Utah, and understand the ecological significance of the area. I
also understand that water cycle there (I've a MS in Water Resource Management) and
how fragile the balance of water is in the ecotone.
 
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Did we not learn our lesson at Mono Lake? Water projects such as this only prove
disasterous and end up costing more in the long run. I urge you to please deny the
application.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barb Grover
2526 NE 48th Ave
Portland, OR 97213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Leete
110 Cherry St. Unit 5
Guilford, CT 06437



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Knapp
1355 S Yale
Mesa, AZ 85204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
isabella orsenigo
via morosini 39
milano, ot 20135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elvis Burgos
173 Ludlow Street Apt. # 1C
New York, NY 10002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lara ruffinatto
via cravero 52
pinerolo, ot 10064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Laufer
1042 Calle Recodo #E
San Clemente, CA 92673



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Buffy Martin-Tarbox
1419 16th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Luis Jorge Rivera-Herrera
P.O. Box 9367704
San Juan, PR 00936-7704
 



787-460-8315



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Puddy
1704-45 Southport Street
Toronto, ON M6s 3n5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Collins
315 N. Main
Pierson Station, IL 61929
 



217-493-6683



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carl holmes
18 walby close
wirral, ot CH49 7ND



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brett Wolfe
1061 Butler Dr.
Crystal Lak, IL 60014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Sherer
PO Box 1424
Hood River, OR 97031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Edwards
41 Twillingate Rd
Temple, NH 03084



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Anna Maria Co
49 Lonergan Dr.
Suffern, NY 10901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danielle Piscatelli
33 Walter Street
Medford, MA 02155
 



617-504-1242



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Xantha Karp
3524 Cambridge Ave
Bronx, NY 10463



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
R Brown
Old Lancaster Rd
Bryn Mawr, PA 19010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sally Simpson
326 Crooked Creek
Garland, TX 75043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy  Drake
1761 Pinecrest Cyn.
Salt Lake City, UT 84108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy  Drake
1761 Pinecrest Cyn.
Salt Lake City, UT 84108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Barrett
2074 S Idalia Street
Aurora, CO 80013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalie Mathis
77 Union St.
Watertown, MA 02472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lee Arnold
5411 Bloomington Road
Madison Township, PA 18444
 



5708620966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
glyn challinor
150 flanderwell lane
rotherham, ot s663rh
 



01709 530300



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charmian Larke
Quenchwell
Truro, ot TR3 6LN
 



44 1872 864488



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Brennecke
540 CR 2521
Bonham, TX 75418



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Peterson
5024 Laird Road
Loomis, CA 95650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Long
586 Nutcracker Drive
Redmond, OR 97756-7335



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
        For our grandchildren!
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Dickinson
19 Birch Road
South Windsor, CT 06074





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aileen O'Brien
10113 Stephen Drive
River Ridge, LA 70123
 



5042505219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Brown
2796 Manchester Rd
Ann Arbor, MI 48104-6570



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Kelly
1817 Adams St SE
Olympia, WA 98501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Penelope Neeve
Kings Way
South Woodham Ferrers, ot CM3 5QH



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nicholas Hernandez
2600 w la habra blvd #140
la habra, CA 90631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Roz Atherton
retired teacher counsellor
3340 Marquette Crescent
Vancouver, BC V5S 4K4



 
604-327-5700



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Castle
3603 Kingmont Court
Loomis, CA 95650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stefan  Hurzeler
274 Bradley St
Lee, MA 01238
 



(978) 764-3471



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tim hammond
512 10th Ave
Grinnell, IA 50112
 



641-821-9636



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Hawthorne
676 Fuller Avenue
San Jose, CA 95125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Bishop
PB Box 133
Mapleville, RI 02839



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Mary Lynn Hansen
5949 Estates Dr.
Oakland, CA 94611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Priscilla Cobb
56 Dartmouth Street
Belmont, MA 02478



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
System Administr Brian Christian
System Administrator
3121 15th Ave SE
Rio Rancho, NM 87124





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Schwartz
1710 N Adams
Arlington, VA 22201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anita Rickenberg
RR 1, Box 105-O
Ridgeley, WV 26753



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Soheyla Azizi
767 barracuda way
Laguna beach, CA 92651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Lyons
1550 Tiffany Ranch Road
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420
 



805-783-1550



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Elman
45 Fourth Street
Park Ridge, NJ 07656



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Graham Joy
681 Rossmore Ct
Great Falls, VA 22066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Dahlman
2054 Ninth Avenue
Honolulu, HI 96816
 



8089881636



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Martin
2516 Fisher Place
Knoxville, TN 37920
 



803-609-2011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lindsay Sager
4393 Dysartsville rd
Morganton, NC 28655



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alyssa Anderson
4471 Cripple Creek Rd.
Tallahassee, FL 32309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosina Simmons
Little Tangley
Guildford, ot GU5 0PW



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Dinkins
827 Haymarket Ln
Wilmington, NC 28412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sara colton
59 w. 10th st.
ny, NY 10011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Lee and Charlotte Terbot
7 La Piedra Blanca
Santa Fe, NM 87508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irene Kraus
26531 baronet
Mission Viejo, CA 92692



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Cain
1852 Elkwood Drive
Concord, CA 94519
 



(925) 686-6698



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Douthit
Norland Road
Lybster, ot KW3 6AD



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n schmitt
1274 lexington
chicago, IL 60607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Southern Nevada already takes more water than it should.  With much of the world
needing water, and our future being one where there will be fights over who gets the
water, you should deny the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request for even more.
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carole Ehrhardt



P.O. Box 243
Pebble Beach, CA 93953



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
THINK GLOBALLY, DRINK LOCALLY !!!
 
The idea of raiding one area's water to flood another is insane and immoral.  Let there be
deserts where there are deserts and water rich areas where they naturally occur.  Anything
else is sheer hubris and folly.    You are attempting an end run on nature and its systems
for the sake of profit.  Damn you. Cease and desist.  Las Vegas is a degraded joke, a
corrupt, stupid and venal nightmare that deserves to die from attrition.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the



table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carol Edwards
retired teacher
905 Forest Ave. 2N
Evanston, IL 60202
 
847-990-0727



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. pat warstler
312 queen st
goshen, IN 46528



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Hamburger
340 Woodlawn Terrace, Unit B-5
Collingswood, NJ 08108
 



703-447-6825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Megan Risley
3052 NW 56th St
Seattle, WA 98107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there.    I also care deeply about human beings and this kind of action
endangers their ultimate survival as well.  I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth.  Tthere are viable means of meeting the current
populations water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce Powers
9738 Overland Road



Mount Horeb, WI 53572



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I see more potential for damage than for benefit in the
SNWA's idea for transporting water from the basin to Las Vegas.  I hasten to note that my
primary concern is for HUMAN LIFE, and thereafter for the rest of life on the planet, since
human life is integrally related to and dependent upon the entire eco-system.  It seems to
me a wrong-headed approach, to encourage expansion of a human habitation built on
sand, literally, while depleting a huge, rich natural resource of it life-sustaining water.
 
Apparently in its own report, the Southern Nevada Water Authority acknowledges a better
way to keep the desert-based city in water than the pipeline--i.e., conservation.  Let's go
with that. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 



Thank you for your consideration.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leila Gill
49 Boston Rd, 9-C
49 Boston Rd
Southborough, MA 01772
 
508-281-0183



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stephane Bouthier
5 rue Masséna
le cannet, ot 06110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Perry
439 Township Road 206 South
Proctorville, OH 45669



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Adam
118 Mitscher St.
Chula Vista, CA 91910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Harris
3437 Stokesmont Road
Nashville, TN 37215-1521
 



6152982903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arlene Aughey
137 Lincoln Ave.
Saddle Brook, NJ 07663
 



201-845-6645



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Holly Van Ostran
126 Prophet Drive
West Lafayette, IN 47906-1211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanna Handley
4401 Clydesdale Ave
Baltimore, MD 21211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Warner V Graves
156 Beulah St.
San francisco, CA 94117
 



(415) 613-2160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
serge vantalon
la gasne de ville
tercillat, ot 23350



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvia DeWald
1327 S Pittsburg Ave
Tulsa, OK 74112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Koehn
326 Dover
Valley  Center, KS 67147



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
karen fort
21119 ave. k
council bluffs, IA 51501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eugene Kiver
4210 Tyler Way
Anacortes, WA 98221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patti Barscewski
12213 S. 73rd Ave.
Palos Heights, IL 60463
 



630-598-8454



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Carr
83 Edgewater
Wichita Falls, TX 76308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Stagg
20545 Dumont St
Woodland Hills, CA 91364
 



8183481928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A. Waldschmidt
1558 Utica St.
Denver, CO 80204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
To approve this application would be like adopting the environmental policies of China
which is destroying its eco-environments right and left and hugely negatively impacting the
health of its people.
 
Sincerely,
 



Robert Sos
14 Point Gallinas Road
San Rafael, CA 94903-3093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valerya  Gurevich
7260 Hillside Ave. #307
Los Angeles, CA 90046
 



323-388-6471



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Hunt
309 Rivercrest Drive
Piscataway, NJ 08854



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Kennington
2258 Beverly Glen Place
Los Angeles, CA 90077-2506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas McNeill
33 Ridge Rd  unit T
Greenbelt, MD 20770-7749



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Janusauskas
656 N Kennedy Drive
Kankakee, IL 60901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Rogers
1306 Clementine Ct
Ft Collins, CO 80526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Springer
6145 Wise Rd.
Hermitage, PA 16148
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Benson
5742 Hermann Street
Oakland, CA 94609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Haas
4501 Spring Island
Okatie, SC 29909



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Halina Just
4935 Dare Lane
San Antonio, TX 7217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jim Miller
63 Howard Avenue
Freeport, NY 11520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darlene Yamrose
208 Dorothy St.
Minoa, NY 13116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
We are living in a time where water has become more precious than gold and oil.  All life
on earth is interdependent on this vital substance. Each species serves a purpose that
upholds the greater good of all.  Please, be a wise steward of our waters and protect the
Great Basin.  Your decision will reverberate for generations to come.
Thank you!
 



Sincerely,
 
Mary Huddleston
4740 N. Malden
Chicago, IL 60640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Musgrave
7422 Boston Harbor NE
Olympia, WA 98506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Beierl
5 Shetland Rd
Nashua, NH 03062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ramsay MacLeod
24 South C Street
Lake Worth, FL 33460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marguerite O'Rourke
9600 Dilston Road
Silver Spring, MD 20903
 



(301) 767-2800



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Voytas
1223 N Lowry Ave
Springfield, OH 45504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. paul kalka
357 w elm st
fl 1
conshohocken, PA 19428





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
wayne frank
1455 maple drive
pittsburgh, PA 15227-1505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Water should not be pumped to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options!
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Bergmann
215 W. Roanoke Street
Richmond, VA 23225
 



(804) 233-7313



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Taffy Williams
191 Westchester Avenue
Tuckahoe, NY 10707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric ULDRICK
48945 Yampa Ct
FREMONT, CA 94539



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalie Van Leekwijck
Riddle Press 4555 SW Main Ave
Beaverton, OR 97005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Gilbert
1244 Window Rock Road
Dunlap, TN 37327



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debi Mohan
420 Eglinton Ave
Miami, FL 33199



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lyn C Burns
9861 E Caron St
Scottsdale, AZ 85258
 



(480) 391-8890



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lyn C Burns
9861 E Caron St
Scottsdale, AZ 85258
 



(480) 391-8890



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Lewis
2655 W Lucas
Beaumont, TX 77706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kiki Pollard
1678 Four Lakes Dr
Madison, GA 30650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Kinzig
2625 Wilshire Ave
West Lafayette, IN 47906



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David J Wilson
11544 Quirk Rd
Belleville, MI 48111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ramsay Kieffer
622 Adams Drive
Milford, DE 19963
 



302 422 4736



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn Traber
1405 N. Chestnut Avenue
Fresno, CA 93703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marian Giesbers
Stekkenberg 114
Groesbeek, ot 6561 XN



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tristan Celayeta
70 Mirabel Avenue
Mill Valley, CA 94941-2745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Rev. Elizabeth Dodd
18678 Cape Sable Drive
Boca Raton, FL 33498-6374



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine George
1836 Locust Street
Napa, CA 94559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen John
1800 Cedar Point Road
LaGrange, KY 40031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kipp Hollingsworth
256 Brooks Landing Dr
Winston-Salem, NC 27106
 



3365755817



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Ground
688 Golden Sunshine Cir.
Orlando, FL 32807



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bertil Moller
2064 Dayton Dr
Lemon Grove, CA 91945
 



619-713-2060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex  Eaves
po box 316
Norwell, MA 02061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Wojcicki
212 Oak St.
Neptune Beach, FL 32266
 



904-742-3820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tatiana Kiselyova
1284 Bradley Gin Rd. NW
Monroe, GA 30656



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Lemlin
700 Liberty Drive
Fairfield, IA 52556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Bradshaw
305 HamiltonStreet
Fredericksburg, VA 22408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
balaka barkakaty
591 E. Buchtel Ave.
Akron, OH 44304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jessica kalanick
804 E 8th St
Lovland, CO 80537



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Stewart
1107 Pine Glade Rd
Nederland, CO 80466-9632
 



303-442-7460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Hayduke Grenard
12810 N. Cave Creek Rd. #105
Phoenix,Yuck,Sprawl, AZ 85022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colleen McGlone
3540 Hartland Dr
New Port Richey, FL 34655-2505
 



727-375-2356



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carla Happel
204 Arbor Drive
Carmel, IN 46032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Modarelli
3125 Vermont Place
Akron , OH 44312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Faye Mealer
P O Box 860262
St Augustine, FL 32086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Miller
293 East Main St.
Richmond, UT 84333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
geoff cassel
po box 238
vineyard haven, MA 02568



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dale Swanson
208 Jessica Court
North Aurora, IL 60542



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jeff Kamp
PO Box 15632
Miami, FL 33101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Frederick
8388 Rockhaven Rd
Joshua Tree, CA 92252



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Reanna R Wights
2225 22nd Ave
Sacramento, CA 95822
 



(805) 563-1540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin Moore
32 W ERIE ST
Albany, NY 12208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Davina Williams
Schansstraat
Zutendaal, ot 3690



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bas van Schooten
ave universidad
San Juan, PR 00925



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alix Crilly
4115 Consolidation Ave Apt. E201
Bellingham, WA 98225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Orten
808 S Lialc St
Elmwood, IL 61529



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john alexander
543 mission santa fe circle
chico, CA 95926



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ute Cordova
2500 Market St
San Francisco, CA 94114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christy Cornelsen
212 E. Hillside Dr.
Warden, WA 98857



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy Martin
7844 West Shore Dr.
Anacortes, WA 98221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. APRIL Atwood
1939A 10th Ave W
Seattle, WA 98119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James A.  macduff
4195 Vindale lane
Byers, CO 80103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerry Rhoades
4820 Sanctuary Trail
Billings, MT 59101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan E. Vaughan
191 Little Oak Rd
Seguin, TX 78155



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ALFRED PAPILLON
4835 CARNOUSTIE COURT
SUMMERVILLE, SC 29485
 



843-821-9869



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claire Pettingale
North Lodge, Devonshire Road
Devonshire Road
Barrow-in-Furness, Cumbria, ot LA14





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
RN Kathleen Morris
181 E. Beechwold Blvd.
Columbus, OH 43214-2107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Follman
4 Cherokee Court
Huntington Station, NY 11746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Reese
PO Box 1263
Alcalde, NM 87511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Gilbert
1169 W. Banyon St.
Rialto, CA 92377-8831
 



(909 350-6247



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gordon Burghardt
3513 Maloney Rd.
Knoxville, TN 37920



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Hahn
515 N Lincoln
Greensburg, IN 47240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Gordy
9 Bayard st
Newark, DE 19702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary-Ann Vega
335 Old Blanco Rd
Kendalia, TX 78027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Rockafellow
24 Shalom Dr
Warren, NH 03279



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arthur Gregorian
3906 Linwood Avenue
Oakland, CA 94602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Hughes
18 Fourth Ave. #506
Rensselaer, NY 12144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Wolt
7672 Ogden woods blvd
New albany, OH 43054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Derek Blair
5427 Sweetwater Ter Cir
Tampa, FL 33634-7351
 



813 243 5757



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shauna Sparlin
2034 N Pintail St
Wichita, KS 67235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carmel pacheteau
1948 sioux city ct
henderson, NV 89052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Lockett
1025 NE 96th Street
Seattle, WA 98115
 



2066832488



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darin Dougherty
26 Seaver St
Wellesley, MA 02481



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Officer
7121 S. Paxton Ave.
Chicago, IL 60649



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rocky Votolato
18447 NE 96th PL
Woodinville, WA 98077



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would you pump the water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Johnson
P. O. box 452432
Grove, OK 74345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Struve
5520 Via Callado
La Jolla, CA 92037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Arlen
5055 NE Elliott Circle #76
Corvallis, OR 97330
 



541-230-1101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carih Branson-Braud
1655 Hawthorne
billings, MT 59105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Litigation Coord Marianne Edain
Box 53
Langley, WA 98260
 



(360) 579-4202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Olichwier
107 North Wilke Road
Arlington Heights, IL 60005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristina Ilgner
232 lone ridge lane
Knoxville, TN 37716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Jessup
8238 Timberidge Court
North Charleston, SC 29420
 



843-452-5988



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tammy DeSanchez
P.O. Box 3776
Mission Viejo, CA 92691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Dudek
7512 Vieja Castilla Way Unit 16
Carlsbad, CA 92009-7356



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rita gilbreath
623 johnstown apt  w2b
salina, KS 67401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Candice Pollard
313 Richardson Drive
N Syracuse, NY 13212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracey Eakin
1011 Sheriff's Court
McMurray, PA 15317-2754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Orr
18406 Oxfordshire Terrace
Olney, MD 20832



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Noah Gordon
8197 Berry Dr
Evansville, IN 47710



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Earth Thunder
4200 Tredwell Place
Boise, ID 83703
 



2085991004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? Desalination
is now being used where I currently live (El Paso, TX) and our Fort Bliss has one of the
nation's finest plants to recover brackish water from our bolson. 
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue DiCara
9138 Mt. San Berdu



El Paso, TX 79924-7123
 
(915) 751-5270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
julie Harrs
128 St Abdrews Circle
Hideaway, TX 75771-5056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Harrison
20 Northampton
Coto De Caza, CA 92679



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bronwen Evans
#210-130 East 15th. Ave
Vancouver, BC V5T 4L3



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margo Tarver
3038 Yuma Way
Pleasanton, CA 94588
 



(925) 846-8456



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leon Muhudinov
20 Rosol Ln
Saddle Brook, NJ 07663



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexander Grant
312 Pinewood Drive
Conroe, TX 77385



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anne henry
1 moorbriar ct
st peters, MO 63376
 



3143384870



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica de Ruiter
1838 Westerly Terrace
Los Angeles, CA 90026
 



(323) 663-6865



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mairi Meredith
325 Wallace Ave.
Bowling Green, OH 43402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Russell
2023 Folsom #9
San Francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
I do not think that the water hogs in Los Vegas have a right to distroy the Great basin and
it's ecosystems.  They have done enough damage as it is.
Sincerely,
 
Miss Diane L Knight
22801 Marlin Pl.



West Hills, CA 91307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MARIA DEL MAR COMAS
ARIBAU
BARCELONA, ot 08036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Corey Sample
96 Shadow Lane
Golden, CO 80401
 



(720) 289-4063



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Arnhold
67 Shannon DR
Elkton, MD 21921



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Anderson
7100 W. 85th. St.    #1
Westchester, CA 909



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Madison Montero
brighton
el paso, TX 79902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evelyn Fraser
2724 28th St NE
Washington, DC 20018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Lou Conca
14 Briarwood Rd
Lincoln, RI 02865



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Felicity Devlin
2417 N Washington
Tacoma, WA 98406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tami Palacky
8005 Bethelen Woods Lane
Springfield, VA 22153
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Molder
14295 SC Hwy 121
Newberry, SC 29108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Wygant
8 Church Dr
Fayetteville, TN 37334



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Nahigian
9570 Harvest View Way
Sacramento, CA 95827-3266
 



916-366-7061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harold Robinson
110 WINSTON DR
Talladega, AL 35160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lucia Massarella
10234 Salmon Creek Rd
Redding, CA 96003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Daniels
8831 Collett Ave.
North Hills, CA 91343



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Raymond
101 Brookside Ave
Greenville, SC 29607-1305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wayne Laubscher
7E. Croak Hollow Road
Lock Haven, PA 17745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Cash
14431 ventura blvd. 590
sherman oaks, CA 91423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ron smith
12904 e. delgado st
dewey, AZ 86327



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Saja
1335 williamswood Drive
Raymond, MS 39154



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Caffentzis
W263N2413 Deerhaven Dr.
Pewaukee, WI 53072



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terrence Grywinski
6419 Meandering Way
Lakewood Ranch, FL 34202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
oak chezar
pob 17
jamestown, CO 80455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Hooper
3651 Lindell Rd
Las Vegas, NV 89103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
reeta Roo
PO Box 875
Occidental, CA 95465



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Drew Cucuzza
351 Central Avenue
New Haven, CT 06515
 



203-389-8857



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Hartson Doak
96226 Waiawa Rd #43
Pearl City, HI 96782



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Al DeRoy
94 Ridgecrest Drive
Pittsburgh, PA 15235-4548



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nelson myers
2802 george st
harrisburg, PA 17109
 



7172348911



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Fitzgerald
113 Beadel Street
Brooklyn, NY 11222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jan Stephens
536 Thomas Ave
Forest Park, IL 60130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Beck
1551 9th Ave # 2
San Francisco, CA 94122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Carter
1013 W. 20th St.
Lawrence, KS 66046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
phil HENDRICKS
2525 14TH STREET
SANTA MONICA, CA 90405
 



(310) 396-9804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philippe Gaultier
21 rue Cambry
Beauvais, ot 60000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gordon Wing
420 Dimm Street
Richmond, CA 94805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mimi Rosenfeld
47 Park Place
Brooklyn, NY 11217
 



718-857-4730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Astrid Spannhoff
316 Quail Run
Smithville, TX 78957



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger and Judy McClure
29111 Lotusgarden Dr.
Canyon Country, CA 91387



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Steward
PO Box 256
Greenfield, MA 01302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Rutherford
2120 Kater Street
Philadelphia, PA 19146



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Freya Hill
4704 Dorsey Hall Drive
Ellicott City, MD 21042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dj Krogol
121 E Jolly Rd D5
Lansing, MI 48910-6686



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Faccini
via Saragat 1
Ferrara, ot 44124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Greggs
2727 Highland Ave.
National City, CA 91950
 



6194027152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Handley
2660 Ingalls St. Apt. 1
Edgewater, CO 80214-8358



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Tony Medlin
2008 North St.
Baton Rouge, LA 70802
 



8173438289



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chilton Gregory
1104 Marquette Pl NE
Albuquerque, NM 87106
 



(505) 243-3174



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Dorsey
7418 Texas Avenue
Mentor, OH 44060
 



(440) 477-2089



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Don't drain the basins for sprawl and waste. Wildlife needs it more.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maya Be
12600 Quivira Road



Overland Park, KS 66213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leigh Fabbri
8629 Crested Cove Ct
Plano, TX 75025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Brizzi
370 South Mountain Road
New City, NY 10956-4512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Matriscino
1090 Cork Road
Victor, NY 14564-9145



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harriet Wood
3 grange close
Ilkley, ot ls29 8ns



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kim Mirabella
E 66th
new york, NY 10065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Perrero
20876 Channel Court
Potomac Falls, VA 20165



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian OShea
2075 California Street
San Francisco, CA 94109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jo Anne  Kenney
26 Capricorn Court
Rockville, MD 20855



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Ahn
1041 Everett Pl. # 4
Los Angeles, CA 90026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheila Watts
28 Excalibur Close Ifield West
Crawley
CRAWLEY, ot RH11 0PA





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Alexander
9715 Valley Springs Drive
Brentwood, TN 37027
 



(615) 776-8289



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gina Wilkosz
565 Thornwood Drive
Buffalo Grove, IL 60089



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert  Fromer
P.O. Box 71
Windsor, CT 06095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Actions here effect us all.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn James
1 Valley Close



Alsager, ot ST7 2HU



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Vivek Savur
4489 Harvest Hill Road
Memphis, TN 38141



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Dohan
35 Milwaukee Avenue
Bethel, CT 06801
 



2032479833



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Oscar Revilla Alguacil
Juan de Herrera
San Sebastian de los Reyes, ot 28700



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DELIA GERHARD
117 nw 80
SEATTLE, WA 98117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yasiu Kruszynski
1100 W Addison St
Chicago, IL 60613-0011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pirmin Weder
Dornacherstrasse 258
Basel, ot 4053



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa Blair
PO Box 487
Manitou Springs, CO 80829



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverlee Goynes
466 Branchville Road
Ridgefield, CT 06877



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosa Vidal
P.I. Rivera 3968
Buenos Aires, ot 1430



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
BRYAN LAMBERT
32 THOMPSON ST.
hamden, CT 06518



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Todd Snyder
2447 Post street
San Francisco, CA 94115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Weiner
2087 W. Ironwood Road
Pearce, AZ 85625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Christopher Smith
173 N. Main St.
Uxbridge, MA 01569
 



5082638666



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Davidov
3143 Merrick Dr. NE
Atlanta, GA 30324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kyana Jones
19355 53rd ave ne
lake forest park, WA 98155



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Streeter
2320 Emerald Heights Court
Reston, VA 20191
 



703-391-7946



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Southern Nevada should live within their needs for water. Efficiency of use is much more
cost effective. In these economic times and uncertain future, you should deny the pipeline
project.
 
Michael Sauber
4531 Eddie Ward Way
Silver City, NM 88061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chris flook
115 s pine
nevada city, CA 95959



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Billie J Hippensteel
110 - 46th Street S. W.
Paris, TX 75460
 



903-784-6133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suisei Heidebrecht
P.O. Box 894
Lower Lake, CA 95457



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
laura getty
73 E. 21st Street
Hunt. Sta., NY 11746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Standish
308 East 6th Street



New York, NY 10003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. David Cross
501 Pearl Street
Michigan City, IN 46360
 



219-241-5405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen Pinto
PO box 202
Mill Valley, CA 94942



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Naomi Lee-Hood
3436 Kossuth Avenue
Milton, FL 32583



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there. I am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
 
Why spend billions to pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah.
 
Given the catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this
groundwater extraction, as documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft
environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal, I see no way this project can be
considered "environmentally sound".
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
I urge you to deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to
the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Swink
2289 Caminito Pasada 106
San Diego, CA 92107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fal Preece
30 Gwel Ryan Croft Farm Park
Nr Bodmin, ot PL30 5EH



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Marilyn Giorgio-Poole
146 Hermitge Circle
Ligonier, PA 15658-2418



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia L  Winston
1121 Hollida Lane
Martinsburg, WV 25404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Phillips
P. O. Box 282
Colfax, NC 27235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valerie Zachary
PO Box 6656
Los Osos, CA 93412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Macey Mott
PO Box 6447
Jackson, WY 83002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fern Stearney
58 Cobb Ln
Tarrytown, NY 10591



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I will preface this letter with a note of my OWN:  It is UNCONSCIENABLE in this stage of
development of mankind and this stage in our evolutionary progress and ecological
DECLINE to rob the Great Basin of natural water to make sparkling pink fountains for Las
Vegas losers.  TIME TO GROW UP AND OWN UP to the complexities of real life, our
responsibilities as humans in dealing with them, and the things we can and CANNOT
have.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.



 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Saucedo
560 Davis Street#200
San Francisco, CA, CA 94111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Switzer
2700 E Calle Los Altos
Tucson, AZ 85718



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stan Williams
2616 E16TH St.
Chattanooga, TN 37404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
margaret coakley
p.o.box 251
new harbor, ME 04554



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Ford
668 Westminster Avenue
Venice, CA 90291-3448
 



518-369-9704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathryn swartz
362 Bedford Place
thousand oaks, CA 91360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Grillo
1752 West Olive Avenue
Chicago, IL 60660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriela Almeida
32 Grandview ave
North Plainfield , NJ 07060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We are writing to you because we care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants
and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
When we travel in the southwest it is to enjoy the nature and wildlife - and we are certainly
NOT going to view the imported grass lawns of Las Vegas.
Sincerely,
 
Bob & Marlene Alexander
498 Village Green Ave



LONDON, ON N6J 1Z3
 
519-471-5343



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Schwartz
15 York Drive Apt. 2B
Edison, NJ 08817



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barb Smith
4233 Sulphur
St.  Louis, MO 63109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Whitson
415 Clark Street
Goodland, KS 67735



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Zemanek
3401 Rheem Ave.
Richmond, CA 94804-1147



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharron Agnew
331291 Highway 2
Newport, WA 99156



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Domingo Hermosillo
23240 88th Ave S Apt KK103
Apt A
Kent, WA 98032





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Reg Holmes
6359 s vine court
centennias, CO 80121-2636



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Blanca Garcia
225 11th Street
Brooklyn, NY 11215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
d carr
22a school street
hanover, NH 03755



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miranda Edison
Po box 74
Worthington, MA 01098
 



(413) 238-5351



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randy Savicky
21 Brierbrook Lane
Weston, CT 06883



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Corbin
212 E Main Street
La Grange, KY 40031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Engdahl
894 County Rd. 94
Hankins, NY 12741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Edgar
4943 W. Catalpa Dr.
Boise, ID 83703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
arlene mercurio
538 Esther Ave
New Kensington, PA 15068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J. Handy
33030 Skyline Drive
Soldotna, AK 99669



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Connie Nelson
1603 N. Lazy Branch Rd.
Independence, MO 64058



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Frey
21 W Mount Vernon St
Lansdale, PA 19446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Kuntze
7 Via Joaquin Unit 11
Monterey, CA 93940-4535



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Heather C Sargeant
PO Box 224
Twin Peaks, CA 92391
 



(909) 336-2836



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
REBECCA WHITHED
2035 poppy ln
corvallis, MT 59828



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Entomologist Lois Swoboda
entomologist
77 10th St
Apalachicola, FL 32320-2024



 
(850) 653-9631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
REBECCA WHITHED
2035 poppy ln
corvallis, MT 59828



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lana Henson
612 NW 34
Oklahoma City, OK 73118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Poore
429 Deodara St
Vacaville, CA 95688-2636



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Knipfing
302 Rosedale St
Rochester, NY 14620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gale kappe
838 Woodbine
oak Park, IL 60302
 



(708) 848-3615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rose Ash Ash
274 Delaware Ave #408
Buffalo, NY 14202-2019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Chu
1 Green Needles Road
Westford, MA 01886



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Whitson
415 Clark Street
Goodland, KS 67735



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Penelope H. Fisher
6128 RHONE DRIVE
Charlotte, NC 28226-8903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jena hallmark
32416 hupp dr
temecula, CA 92592



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Gustavo Sandoval
505 Los Gatos Way
San Mateo, CA 94403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Poteat
10101 Bostian Fisher Rd
Rockwell, NC 28138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kari Wilson
334 Kuukama
Kailua, HI 96734
 



(808) 880-9875



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L Omdal
17022 gailee
burlington, WA 98233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lenore Greenberg
120boerum pl.  1j
Brooklyn, NY 11201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rod Terry
1010 NW 32nd St.
Corvallis, OR 97330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Hirsch
420 Indiana Street
Park Forest, IL 60466
 



708-646-4439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Taeckens
127 KIngston Dr., Ste. 105
Suite 105
Chapel Hill, NC 27514





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
irving KERNER
1116 6th
boulder, CO 80302
 



3034400528



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Ward
P.O. Box 129
Martinsburg, OH 43037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lisa seitz
3471 Cox St.
Choctaw, OK 73020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leonard Obert
15426 SE 116th St.
Renton, WA 98059



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bo Bergstrom
30 Village Road
Silver City, NM 88061-8631
 



575-538-9086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why pump
water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Jackson
640 Homewood Dr
Pittsburgh, PA 15235/4439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Debasitis
6283 Mahan Dr
San Jose, CA 95123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Young
204 Sayre Street
Horseheads, NY 14845



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chloe Scott
2988 Diane St
Ashland , OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Pickarts
4001 E Douglas Avenue #4
Wichita, KS 67218-1000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
BRIAN PAPPAS
4789 OPEN GREENS DRIVE
VIRGINIA BEACH, VA 23462
 



757-822-7353



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brad De Noble
32323 Mt. Korohusk Cir.
Eagle River, AK 99577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Kelly
2102 Falcon Hill
Austin, TX 78745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurence Burris
23405 50th Ave W
Mountlake Terrace, WA 98043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Reyes
629 11th Street
Ramona, CA 92065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Meghan Prior
4210 Sunnydell Drive
Winston-Salem, NC 27106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Sundby
517 Orchard Drive
Madison, WI 53711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Neumeier
pob 1759
Shingle Springs, CA 95682



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. pericles  C TSOMBANIS
5403 REBECCA  LYNN  LN.
RALEIGH, NC 27613-1070
 



(919) 720-4924



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JB Silbrtman
3344 Sheffield Ct.
Falls Church, VA 22042-3522
 



7035731636



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
BEE Kaplan
000 Main St
Alameda, CA 94501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Parr
21 Henderson Street
Weymouth, MA 02188



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Bohac
P.O. Box 1730
Twain Harte, CA 95383



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Johnston
6201 Monarch
El Paso, TX 79912-4924



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I love the the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there. Its one of the
loveliest places I've ever been. I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vivian Davis
531 Dolphin Dr.
Pacifica, CA 94044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. william  crosby
146 francis street
new britain, CT 06053
 



860-223-6611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Smith
345 Piney Creek Rd.
Reno, NV 89511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gregory severson
15414 35th Ave W.
Lynnwood, WA 98087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JP Schmidt
270 Yonah Ave
Athens, GA 30601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Garrity
6 North Pond Road
Southwick , MA 01077



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terence Travis
91-999 La'aulu St.
Ewa Beach, HI 96706-3863



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brandie Deal
15836 NE Leary Way
Redmond, WA 98052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Meryl Pinque
357 Odlin RD
Bangor, ME 04401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ulla schmid
Niebuhrstr. 57c
Berlin, ot 10629



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Sedivy
6357 Adelaide Place
Los Angeles, CA 90042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ashley Roberts
10 Mount View Drive
Paxton, MA 01612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. James Vinton
1924 Paces Landing Ave
Apt 2215
Rock Hill, SC 29732





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathe Garbrick
2944 Keats Ave
Manhattan, KS 66503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. David Cotton
223 Kenilworth
Memphis, TN 38112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
krystal  citty
2620 19th st.
san pablo, CA 94806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Belcher
6178 N. Main
Willow Branch, IN 46186



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
janelle roller
14753 friendship church rd
West Fork, AR 72774



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Roberts
15104 bel Estos drive
San Jose , CA 95124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
toni lubka
3010 new hope road
hendersonville, TN 37075
 



615 822-2134



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. doris canaday
349 polk drive
loveland, CO 80538



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Taylor
3325 Talisman Crt  Apt D
Boulder, CO 80301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Morris
1167 S Washington
Nashville, IL 62263
 



(618) 464-0080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
valerie Crowley
8095 Birch
Taylor, MI 48180



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Buckley
6818 51st Street
San Diego, CA 92120
 



619-501-1370



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Hilgeman
216 N. 74th St
Belleville, IL 62223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Riopelle
1723 NE 179th St #2
Shoreline, WA 98155



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Ferreira
5951 Lakeview lane
Yorba Linda, CA 92886
 



(310) 814-1545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra York
71 S. State Highway 309
Paris, AR 72855



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Miller
P.O. Box 64
Grand Junction, MI 49056
 



269-434-6932



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexandra Gordon
11701 SW 80 Rd
Miami, FL 33156



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Murphy
153 Clinton Road
Weymouth, MA 02189



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Millsap
1006 Leaf Avenue
Murfreesboro, TN 37130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arvina Copeland
5350 N. County Road 900 W.
Scipio, IN 47273-9494



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jamie hoerter
po b0x 152
265 10th st sw
minong, WI 54859



 
555-555-5555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ian Iverson
633 S. Campbell
Royal Oak, MI 48067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
while my distance away from this concern may seem great my son is Hopi and this
proposal will affect a larger expanse than just the immediate area. You will be depriving a
large area of its right to exist. Look to the ocean and desalinization.
 
Sincerely,
 



tevis kouts
128 e. judith dr
bainbridge, GA 39817



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Lewis
8274 Lakeshore Circle  #4014
Indianapolis, IN 46250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Elke Romer
30 Hettys Path
Farmingville, NY 11738



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gillian Smith
1550 N. Fairfax Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jayme L Shaffer
230 Mooresburg RD
Danville, PA 17821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosalie MacCready
1200 W Boutz Rd
Las Cruces, NM 88005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yancy Perry
4091 Fairwind Cir
West Jordan, UT 84084



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aimee Laflamme
110 Circuit Rd
Ossipee, NH 03864



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Green
29 Arrowhead
Irvine, CA 92618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wayman Williams
3579 E. Foothill Blvd, 194
Pasadena, CA 91107-3119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Weinberg
734 E Cedar Ave
Burbank, CA 91501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Mckinnon
5, connaught street
Kettering, ot NN168NU
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jackie Trapp
S67w19063 steeplechase drive
Muskego, WI 53150



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donnette Lafleur
212 Bucko Lane
Sunset, LA 70584



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
patricia marks
344 hutchison st
vista, CA 92084



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurel Dunn
PO Box 367
Blue River, OR 97413



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Measday-Ralls
17944 Garden Ln Apt 23
Hagerstown, MD 21740



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs Georgeanne Samuelson
RN retired
47525 Perkins St
Oakridge, OR 97463





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
colleen whalen
1620 G Street #8
Sacramento, CA 95814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine  Oshana
335 E Market St
Bethlehem, PA 18018-6300



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Guise
11965 Montana Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90049-5039
 



3104420634



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nikki Odehnal
946 W College prkwy
chiago, IL 60608
 



(312) 421-1754 ext.  ext.  ext



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james hughes
2557 s dover st #30
lakewood, CO 80227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Rideout
19431 N Ponderos Circle
Sun City, AZ 85373
 



623-979-9165



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard DiMatteo
234 Kalmia St. #107
San Diego, CA 92101
 



(619) 234-0236



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David  Nauman
411 Motherlode Loop
Hailey, ID 833333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen Fahlberg
1735 Teakwood St.
Boulder City, NV 89005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen Fahlberg
1735 Teakwood St.
Boulder City, NV 89005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy McDaniel
215 C Street
Lenoir City, TN 37771
 



865-748-7678



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
TINA WOOD
589 CHATSWORTH RD
TABERNACLE, NJ 08088



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracey Aquino
3536 VIRGINIUS DR
VIRGINIA BEACH, VA 23452



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea  Burnap
17226 Lake Ingram Rd
Winter Garden, FL 34787



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Amy Tappen
517 166th ave ne
Bellevue, WA 98008
 



4807349679



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Carletti
3604 Naamans Drive
Claymont, DE 19703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie A Clapp
PO Box 341
Blue Hill, ME 04614
 



(207) 374-5012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aldana Santto-Quinnell
4489 Broadway, 5A
New York, NY 10040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Hardy
1 Oxford Ct.
Matawan, NJ 07747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Vallone
33 bonner ave
medford, MA 02155-6213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john koperczak
11233 so nagel
worth, IL 60482
 



708-277-3353



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
 Margreta von Pein
116 La Sonoma Way
AAlamo, CA 94507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james forrest
12935 SHADOW HILLS Dr.
Sun City West, AZ 85375



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clifton Campbell
6832 N Richmond Ave.
Portland, OR 97203
 



9702180173



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maryann Henninger
206 Greshville Rd
Boyertown, PA 19512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Thrush
3234 Kirk Road
San Jose, CA 95124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Leslie Davies
2015 Winchester St
Oceanside, CA 92054-3419



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Scheihagen
3341 St. Cloud Cir.
Dallas, TX 75229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fredricka Chambers
2017 Cherokee Pkwy, #24
Loisville, KY 40204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith W Collas
760 Swarthmore Ave.
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272
 



(310) 573-0086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lloyd Haig
P.O. Box 1165
Tarpon Springs, FL 34688
 



727-493-4600



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Hardt
19 Willow Ave.
Somerville, MA 02144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carol kaminsky
101 middle st.
amherst, MA 01002
 



(413) 256-8721



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heilet Rudolph
97 Brampton Road
Pretoria, ot 0081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Ellis
1290 Hopkins Street #37
 
Berkeley, CA 94702





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Murphy
6884 Cowles Mountain Blvd
San Diego, CA 92119
 



619-822-8226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Mueller
409 Moonridge Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Grover
42401 North Circle
Paisley, FL 32767



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Davis
203 N. Cleveland Ave.Apy. 79
Apt. 79
Long Beach, MS 39560



 
228-868-1305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jim D Bush
803 Cantrell
Waxahachie, TX 75165



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Samuels
3 Kent Ct, Apt #2
Somerville, MA 02143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Tyrrell
3 Brook View
Totnes, ot TQ9 5FH



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Williams
5123 N Kenmore Ave
Chicago, IL 60640
 



773-248-6310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Canada
6102 N. Meridian Ave.
Oklahoma City, OK 73112-1270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. a. mosen
620 pavonia ave
jersey city, NJ 07306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joann baldwin
850 Park Ave 2B
Capitola, CA 95010
 



8312397639



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Alaniva
510 N ST SW
Washington, DC 20024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gemma Geluz
2929 Juniper St
Fairfield , CA 94533



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. tom ferguson
372 oakland ave se
atlanta, GA 30312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Geraldine Moffat
740 22nd Ave. E.
Seattle, WA 98112-4027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Schampel
1017 Glenn Avenue
McKeesport, PA 15133-2806
 



412-268-6329



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
judith hendricks
369 Montezuma Ave
Santa Fe, NM 87501
 



505 982-6408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Mullbock
1001 N.W. Lovejoy St., Unit 1301
Portland, OR 97209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Storm
Calle Soledad 24
Caravaca de la Cruz, ot 30400



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lesley Stansfield
681, 27th street
San Francisco, CA 94131
 



(415) 641-8824



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ross Allen
643 Pratt Avenue
St. Helena, CA 94574



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gretchen Dunn
6102  85th Place
New Carrollton, MD 20784



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Greene
283 Carpenter Lane
North Huntingdon, PA 15642



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonna Alexander
635 NE 78th Avenue
Portland, OR 97213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy Wiener
200 E Southern Ave #163
Apache Junction, AZ 85119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joy rex
507 Russet Valley
cedar Park, TX 78613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Kinsel
1306 Garden Lane
Champaign, IL 61820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
andra albo
sacchetti 61
sesto san giovanni, ot 20099



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Frank
2704 Shed Road #213
Bossier City, LA 71111
 



318-990-0390



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Weil
68-121 Au Street - #301
Waialua, HI 96791



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Birgitta Mattebo
Tullgatan 4A
Örnsköldsvik, ot 89139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Crowchild
2306 W Sandgate Road
Sandgate, VT 05250-9584



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natanya Hayden
338 Old Fort Rd
Klamath Falls, OR 97601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janis Bozowski
164 Kendall Rd.
Kendall Park, NJ 08824



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joy Knobloch
235 Morgan Ct.
#1B
Manhattan, IL 60442



 
815-278-1107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanna Meakin
142 Schraalenburgh Road
Harrington Park, NJ 07640
 



2128333045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lucrezia Oddie
700 East Kuiaha Rd
Haiku, HI 96708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claudia Zachry
352 Orangepark dr.
Orangeburg, SC 29115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doris Lapierre
2315 2nd Street
Plainfield, IN 46168-1818
 



317-838-8077



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Aycock
2663 24th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Kaputalism has failed.  The time of "unlimited" is at an end.  No more water diversions for
the sake of yuppies and gamblers in Las Vegas, Los Angeles or anywhere else, or for
welfare farmers in the San Joaquin Valley.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



n/a Harvey Reading
pb 551
Shoshoni, WY 82649



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mari Mennel-Bell
1524 Bayview Drive
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Glad
3465 Phillips Hwy 1024
Jacksonville, FL 32207-5608
 



206-666-4270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Polly Stonier
300 Coral Circle
Phoenix, OR 97535



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
al  gelina
po box 171
san cristobal, NM 87564



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Cleveland
1245 Riverside Ave.
Boulder, CO 80304-0847
 



(303) 449-6277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherin Balles
2122 Brewster PL
Bremerton, WA 98310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim J. Moore
1011 Mount Vernon Avenue
Huntingdon, PA 16652
 



(814) 643-2232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mir bahmanyar
6708 aldea ave
van nuys, CA 91406
 



(818) 319-2221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shannon Soltysiak
576 leonard st 4th fl
Brooklyn, NY 11222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Hearns
1360 Place Port-Royal
Beverly Hills, CA 90209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Catherine Curtis
212 26th Street
Santa Monica, CA 90402
 



310-476-5764



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Azzarello
4023 N 50th St
SHEBOYGAN, WI 53083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fabio Possamai
1155 Union Circle, P.O. Box 307331
Denton, TX 76203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Jane Engelsiepen
385 Toro Canyon Rd.
Carpinteria, CA 93013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Oaks
1711 13th Ave S Apt 203
Seattle, WA 98144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Labby
1259 Electric
Lincoln Park, MI 48146



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Thompson
Box 1094
Mora, NM 87732



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Guskin
49 Bryan Avenue
Malvern, PA 19355



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n schmitt
1274 lexington
chicago, IL 60607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Eve Ilsen
1720 Lehigh St.
Boulder, CO 80305
 



(303) 494-4684



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lisa rubin
6700 warner avenue, apt 33g
huntington beach, CA 92647
 



714-246-4549



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Russell
1241 S Fifth St, H-1
Mebane, NC 27302-9178



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Tempelman
9612 Aspen Hill Cir
Lone Tree, CO 80124
 



303-662-1230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump this water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Filigenzi
Hallmark Dr
Gambrills, MD 21054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Shaw
12453 W. Paseo del Sol
Casa Grande, AZ 85194



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Gailey
P.O. Box 737
Kilauea, HI 96754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sasha Moiseyev-Foster
2302 Columbia St.
Palo Alto, CA 94306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Magesh Jayapandian
5220 Terner Way Apt 314
San Jose, CA 95136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shakhnoza Takhirova
931 N Olsen Ave
Tucson, AZ 85719
 



5208299177



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CHristopher Hunter
113 Salem Drive
Monroe, LA 71202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kerby Miller
408 W. Broadway
Columbia , MO 65203
 



573-882-3878



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elisabetta Brodaska
calata marconi 2
Portofino, ot 16034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Trent Pitts
2090 Evelyn Ave
Memphis, TN 38104-5416



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chrissy Hoffman
2815 russell st.
Berkeley, CA 94705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Williams
1490 S. Bent Creek Lane
Cornville, AZ 86325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken  Farley
1300 Hand Ave F26
Ormond Beach, FL 32174



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Pittenger
54A Hudson Parkway
Whiting, NJ 08759-6303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Anderson
79084 N. River Rd.
Cottage Grove, OR 97424



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kelly deccio
4544 braden rd
walla walla, WA 99362



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claudia Mackey
5242 Grouse Run Dr.
Stockton, CA 95207-5357
 



2094746764



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Kent
6105 Sunset Blvd
Rocklin, CA 95677



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Feyne
PO box 230582
New york, NY 10023
 



2128775288



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kirk Rhoads
301 Cooper Street
Mountain Home, AR 72653-4270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kirk Rhoads
301 Cooper Street
Mountain Home, AR 72653-4270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Neumeister
508 W 172 St
New York, NY 10032
 



3234595474



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Walker
85 Pleasant St
Cambridge, MA 02139
 



(617) 547-2804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan VanMeter
Rt 1 Box 175B
Paw Paw, WV 25434



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward P Butler
36 E. 69th St.
New York, NY 10021
 



(212) 535-4193



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ron thomas
8722 ashcroft ave
west hollywood, CA 90048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
patricia kummer
599 oak street
elk grove village, IL 60007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M Blanc
Appleby St
Venice, CA 90291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clutter Marcie
9955 S. Forestline Ave.
Invernes, FL 34452-9225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Waltasti
83 Duncan Hill Court
Wentzville, MO 63385
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George & Jimmy Allen
3811 Trail Lake Drive
Fort Worth, TX 76109-3519



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cathy dostal
1509 forest road
coralville, IA 52241



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary E Englert
3525 SE Insley St
Portland, OR 97202
 



503 953 6459



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca LaGesse
26 Woodland Avenue
Elgin, IL 60123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Hawks
P. O. Box 898
Lumpkin, GA 3



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Cathy Staniunas
14 Mill st
Northboro, MA 01532
 



508-393-7271



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lukasz Lempart
1269 Lakeside Dr. #3106
Sunnyvale, CA 94085-1054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marc David Garcia
5413 North 8th Street
McAllen, TX 78504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ahmed Belazi
11114 NE 112th St
Vancouver, WA 98662



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy Koran
1450 University Ave #3
Berkeley, CA 94702
 



510-981-1851



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Fromberg
233 S. Barrington Ave., Apt. 309
Los Angeles, CA 90049



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
raymond  eliggi
1155 jefferson st.
red bluff, CA 96080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Goodhue
47 Huttleston Ave.
Fairhaven, MA 02719
 



(508) 999-7020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Suta
153 Earl Lane
Hatboro, PA 19040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Singer
11333 84 St SE
Calgary, AB T2C 4T4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tor guimaraes
578  windrowe drive
cookeville, TN 38506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Patmon
7027 N Clear Sky Ct
Prescott Valley, AZ 86315-9035
 



9287757916



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alwyn L'hoir
PO Box 852
Laytonville, CA 95454



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane  Swigart
120 Hoffman Ave
San Francisco, CA 94114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teri Vlasak
359 E. Marion St.
Elmhurst, IL 60126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. paul schneller
1500 E Richland Dr
Bloomington, IN 47408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Isaac Lederman
Apt. 14E, 245 East 93rd Street
New York, NY 10128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gwen Trube
17333 Gaffield Rd
Justin, TX 76247



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Let the casinos turn to desert-friendly plants and ground covers. Homeowners should be
doing the same thing.  Conservation should be practiced by everyone. Leave the
ecosystem and the valuable plant and animal life alone!
 
Sincerely,
 



 
 
Sharon Merin
55 Highland Park Drive
Levittown, PA 19056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
GERHARD ECKARDT
1864 CALAB CIR.
STOCKTON, CA 95210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
HENRY GRIMES
3190 RIddle rd
wpb, FL 33406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Karl Greenblatt
5215 e chapman
Silverado
714-2880000, CA 92869





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven  Huskey
1875 Century Park East, #800
Los Angeles, CA 90067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Nielsen
8500 E. Southern Ave. Lot 362
Mesa, AZ 85209-3604
 



(602) 524-7201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Edwards
13052 Arborwalk Ln
Tustin, CA 92782



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Prem
1184 Rt 9
Hudson, NY 12534



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norbert Habermann
Spiessstrasse
Offenbach, ot D-63071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A Davis
414 N Orchard Dr.
Burbank, CA 91506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Johnson
20042 103rd. Pl. S.E.
Kent, WA 98031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
yvonne lunde-andreassen
30 palace mans.earsby st.
london, ot W14 8QW
 



02076038265



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marc Melinkoff
4968 Reforma Road
Woodland Hills, CA 91364



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew De Mars
5801 Crabapple Lane
Madison, WI 53711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Coates
410 Magic Ave.
Kenai, AK 99611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lindsay O'Donnell
1445 Marpole Ave
Vancouver, BC V6H 1S5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norm Fraker
1059 14th qve sw
albany, OR 97321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn McMaster
807 Oakland St Apt 3
Denton, TX 76201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leonard Hearne
3105 Trailside Dr.
columbia, MO 65203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy McKinley Brewer
388 Wilbraham Rd
Hampden, MA 01036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Flocco-McMaster
1201 Grove Blvd, #1703
Unit P1
Austin, TX 78741





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would you pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management, and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the State
Engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal. The toll on species would be staggering, and some species
would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LORIN CLIFFORD
H.B.
PALMER, AK 99645



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you to ask your help in protecting the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there. I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to
pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
The catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater
extraction, as documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental
impact statement" for the pipeline proposal are many:
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
The Southern Nevada Water Authority's proposal threatens the very natural heritage of the
Great Basin in eastern Nevada and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right
applications based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In
light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands,
they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doug Bell
12973 Pimpernel Way
San Diego, CA 92129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Ackerman
1119 Maycliffe Place
cincinnati, OH 45230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Warden
1009 E. 57th
Chicago, IL 60637



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kathleen Helmer
23125 Dolorosa Street
Woodland Hills, CA 91367
 



818.719.9975



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kellyann Wolfe
The Burrow, 6a Wolfe Drive
Tunbridge, VT 05077



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Damiana Hook
4221 Los Feliz Blvd., Apt. 5
Los Angeles, CA 90027-2253



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jose Sologuren
4851 Cedar Springs Rd 278
Dallas, TX 75219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
SAVE OUR PLANET, NOT DESTROY IT!
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Evans
po box 814028



Hollywood, FL 33081-4028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. logan welde
36
Apt 1A
ardmore, PA 19003-2204





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Director Diann MacRae
Director
22622 - 53rd Avenue S.E.
Bothell, WA 98021



 
(425) 481-2797



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Chad Ryan
279 Bolinas Rd Unit B
Fairfax, CA 94930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Mertz
4327 San Pedro NE  G207
Albuquerque, NM 87109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
diana Kliche
3351 Ridge Park Ct
Long Beach, CA 90804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Hutchings
8 Smoke Rise Cir
Wichita Falls, TX 76306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pati Allen
12556 West 8th Place
Golden, CO 80401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patty S Alsip
10260 Hwy 231
Utica, KY 42376



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allan Zee
260 S. Palmer Drive
Port Townsend, WA 98368



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jon Phillips
99 Ashford Center Road
Ashford, CT 06278



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberto de Angelis
Cosme Velho, 415
Rio de Janeiro, ot 22241-090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
christy  hradek
2432 N. Linden Place #305
Chicago, IL 60647



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Nordhof
3135 60th St.
Hamilton, MI 49419



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ian Williams
23 Twilight Lane
Brookfield, CT 06804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tad Swackhammer
9911 Martinique Dr
Cutler Bay, FL 33189



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
meb bolin
821 w 18 th st
Portales, NM 88130
 



5753591008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Hoover
artist
8630 Lookout Mountain Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90046





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Ayres
2961 NE Lotno Dr.
Bend, OR 97701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Violet Sunderland
1031 SW Hayter St, Apt 1
Dallas, OR 97338-2207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Gordon Wood
906 Lake Washington Blvd S
Seattle, WA 98144
 



206 851-0141



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wesley Wolf
77 Waterview Ct.
Barrington, IL 60010-3893



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Ruth Mendelson
19 ridge rd
Lincoln, MA 01773



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marion Subjenski
123 Valencia Rd
Peralta, NM 87042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Medlock
POB 20412
Cheyenne, WY 82003-7010
 



307-632-0668



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joan M giles
76 fairview ave
edison, NJ 08817
 



(732) 562-6390



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Livia Preda
N Titulescu 155
Bucharest, KS 011137
 



0721048045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Christine Raynes
5463 Edgelawn dr se
Grand Rapids, MI 49508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Miller
4655 Pelham Road
Earlysville, VA 22936



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicholas Cohen
211 Highland Pkwy
Rochester, NY 14620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clayton Barbeau M.A., MFT
1217 Roycott Way
San Jose, CA 95125
 



408 266-6489



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Linda Sperling
PO Box 23346
Santa Fe, NM 87502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Crothers
679 Halifax Dr.
Lexington, KY 40503-4226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Harings
1848 Foster Rd
Las Cruces, NM 88001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
I have driven every east/west corridor in Nevada and have visited Great Basin NP 5 times
in the last 10 years.  It is such a beautiful and unique part of America and should remain in
it's pristine state.  Please don't turn it in to an Owens Valley, California!
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



John Tilson
3178 Spring Creek Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-7041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
There are drawbacks to growth in a desert environment-lack of water-so please implement
alternative strategies listed above.  #1 conserve, #2 smart growth and #3 deslination.  This
proposal would do great environmental harm and eventually great harm to the people
living off the piped water.  The problem would remain but get pushed to the back burner.
This opinion may seem laughable coming from someone living in the Great Lakes region
but our time is coming.  The Great Lakes are currently getting siphoned off by big
agriculture and water bottle companies.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the



table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Merk
16631 St. Hwy. M-38
Ontonagon, MI 49953



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Robert Steininger
100 Westridge Place South
Phoenixville, PA 19460
 



610-917-0730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
willy aenlle
573 alameda st
altadena, CA 91001-3055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joshua Switzky
671 4th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Anderson
3621 Gundry Avenue
Long Beach, CA 90807-4209
 



949 476-8922



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Thomas Nieland
415 Oakwood Dr.
Alamo, TX 78516
 



2103998338



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Las Vegas is an artificial environment that consumes too many resources. Not only does it
require water that it does not have but fuel for air conditioning, etc. Enough is enough!
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela DeVargas



59-456 Pupukea Rd
Haleiwa, HI 96712
 
8083980007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Constance Lorig
927 S 7th Street
De Pere, WI 54115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
HOWARD Christofersen
300 N Mineral Springs Rd
Porter, IN 46304-9788
 



2192421303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JOSEPH REEL
PO BOX 51066
PACIFIC GROVE, CA 93950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Holmes
18701 Fitzpatrick ln
Occidental, CA 95465



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Bernier
29 Farm Road
St. James, NY 11780



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger Packard
N7550 North Shore Rd
LAKE MILLS, WI 53551
 



608-263-3967



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Bernard
317 Watson, apt. C
MONTEREY, CA 93940



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Megan Quenzer
340 Clifton St.
Oakland, CA 94618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Takaro
3026 Stanton St.
Berkeley, CA 94702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Eckholm
7533 Kimdale Lane
Los Angeles, CA 90046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Bradum
458 12th Street
Niagara Falls, NY 14303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Cazel
615 Hoene
Makawao, HI 96768
 



808-573-0721



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Lanzl
501 Sweet Pea Place
Encinitas, CA 92024-7711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Ritterson
2510 Eaton Rd
Wilmington, DE 19810



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Rose
815 Main   PO Box 584
San Luis, CO 81152
 



(719) 672-4241



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mabel Felices
4021 NW 190th ST
Miami Gardens, FL 33055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Harvey
2430 Geneseo Road
Paso Robles, CA 93446
 



805-238-3047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carol carne
1220 tugwell drive
baltimore, MD 21228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan and Joel L Chinitz
265 Wenner Way
Fort Washington, PA 19034
 



(215) 646-1381



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Kirchdoerfer
1831 Hemming Way
Orefield, PA 18069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stanley Chao
818 Rigel Ln
Foster City, CA 94404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Terrill
5 cognac Ct
Grand Junction, CO 81507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Brant
1112 Cole St.
San Francisco, CA 94117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Michael Lee
3829 E. Poinsettia Dr.
Phoenix, AZ 85028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danielle Benz
361 Forest Lane
Smithtown, NY 11787



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shannon Milhaupt
740 W Fulton St #601
Chicago, IL 60661
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frederik Norberg
311 Ronalds St. #5
Iowa City, IA 52245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catharine Harrison
1448 Blue Ridge Turnpike
Fincastle, VA 24090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there,
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. It is
senseless to pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options. I believe the people in so. NV are not being
prudent with their water usage, and it is not right for them to exploit an area for their own
wasteful indulgence.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Weinischke
POB 602



Floyd, VA 24091



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Megan McKay
849 56th St
Sacramento, CA 95819-3319



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Timmerman-Davis
3045 W AB AVE
Plainwell, MI 49080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Callaghan
Alfred St.
South Portland, ME 04106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marianne Carroll
19 Sterling Ave
Sloatsburg, NY 10974



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emilio Verdugo
4324 Grandview Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90066-6229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Dupuree
3963 Caledonia Avenue
Apopka, FL 32712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Beverly
803 Shurts Street
Urbana, IL 61801
 



2173370180



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen N. Duell
4650 Lamont Rd.
Yellow Springs, OH 45387



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Rattner
91 Schwarz Boulevard
Jefferson Township
Lake Hopatcong, NJ 07849





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Kessler
21107 Park Run Dr.
Katy, TX 77450
 



7134653131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kevin halloran
73 ave. a/po box 85
melrose, NY 12121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanne Granger
4880 N Calle Tobosa
Tucson, AZ 85749
 



(520) 760-0127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Holmes
23 Nancy Way
Menlo Park, CA 94025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Holland
35 Todd Pond Road
Lincoln, MA 01773
 



(781) 259-1095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Perrigoue
16100 2nd Street East
Redington Beach, FL 33708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Renee Thomas
2711 W. Fairbanks Ave.
Winter Park, FL 32789



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maghon Thomas
10323 Coulee Kinney Road
Abbeville, LA 70510
 



3376589966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tanis Furst
215 N Cayuga St
Ithaca, NY 14850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
RuthAnne Morris
1111 Bayshore Blvd. F-1
CLearwater, FL 33759



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Pettit
19 Allwood Dr.
Rochester, NY 14617
 



(585) 342-1667



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Silva
1603 Taos Ln
Reno, NV 89511
 



7758525455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen  Osterman
2716 West Olympic Avenue
Spokane , WA 99205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nathan Bokil
2971 S Columbus ST, Apt A1
Arlington, VA 22206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kit Long
2134 Clay Street
Napa, CA 94559
 



7072262084



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Arconti
1720 King ST
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-5206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalie Christy
3 rue des Archives
Paris, ot 75003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalie Christy
3 rue des Archives
Paris, ot 75003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marc Epstein
27 John Street Apt 2
Kingston, NY 12401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Reschke
176 W King St Apt 204
Malvern, PA 19355



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela  Colwell
67 Main St
Rockfall, CT 06481



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alex brown
2968 Deer Creek Trl
Littleton, CO 80129-1706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacques Talbot
2888 Morcom Ave.
Oakland, CA 94619
 



(510) 532-4842



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aloysius  Wald
523 East Lincoln Avenue
Columbus, OH 43214
 



614 847-5502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Ellecamp
1566 Creekside Drive
Petaluma, CA 94954



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Constance Glenn
9389 Old River Rd.
Forestville, CA 95436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claire Barker
100 Pontardulais Road
Swansea, ot SA4 4FQ



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriel Sheets
1620 Shirley St
Merced, CA 95341



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miriam Hillson
858 Copper Mountain Dr
Cripple Creek, CO 80813



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Peneton
7510 Monroe Avenue
Hammond, IN 46324
 



3128061446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mauricio Carvajal
Viento Norte 4018
Santiago, ot 9291583



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john craney
8101 ellis av
huntington beach, CA 92646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn De Mirjian
13534 Delano St
Valley  Glen, CA 91401-3032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Thornton
7 Swarthmore Place
Swarthmore, PA 19081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Marks
31522 Eagle Rock Way
Laguna Beach, CA 92651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Vinney
4543 Emerald Way
Culver City, CA 90230
 



310-280-1130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helmut Mueller
409 Moonridge road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randy Orwin
10830 Hampton AVE NW
Silverdale, WA 98383



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim Creekmore
619 Rollingbrook St.
Baytown, TN 77521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shirley Gowans
5355 Holmes Run Pkwy
Alexandria, VA 22304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CATHERINE ALGER
1701 EMERALD DRIVE
CLEARWATER, FL, FL 33756



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Quit building your city bigger if you don't have the means to support it. I know you get
plenty of water here from Colorado and we need what we got because of the population
boom.
 
Sincerely,
 



Debbie Bochert
10763 Loren Ln
Northglenn, CO 80233
 
303-289-3029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jennifer Gardner
PO Box 292246
Lewisville, TX 75029
 



214/675-2512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Yarnall
149 Davis Ave
White Plains, NY 10605
 



(914) 428-7054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caitlin Welsh
13271 Styer Court
Highland, MD 20777
 



(443) 745-5371



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Skisak
15415 S Douglas Parkway
Lockport, IL 60441



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jolanda Venter
1353 Pine Ridge
Tarpon Springs, FL 34688



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Negron
74 Norton Drive
Norwood, MA 02062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Renee Maxwell
201 Fourth Ave
Columbia, MO 65203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robert hlavna
599 oak street
elk grove village, IL 60007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Hardtla
17 Holly Hill Drive
Mercer Island , WA 98040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Hargrove
3017 Galena Drive
Joliet, IL 60435



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Jacobson
342 Dean St.
Brooklyn, NY 11217-1905
 



718-852-0418



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Held
102 Appleton Street
Cambridge, MA 02138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Weaver
1316 21st Pl SW
Vero Beach, FL 32962



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Day
5807 Shoalwood
Austin, TX 78756



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie Steiger
1335 Clay St.
San Francisco, CA 94109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy McDonnell
210-19 26th Ave., Apt. 3M
Bayside, NY 11360
 



9175492556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Grindrod
14125 N. Skyhawk Drive
Tucson, AZ 85755



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I AM A COLLEGE TEACHER ON ETHICS AND THE ENVIRONMENT, ESPECIALLY ON
WASTER ISSUES.I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all
the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Chamberlain
1012 W. Bothwell St.



Seattle, WA 98119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rickey Westbrooks
100 College Ave., Apt. #8
Centerville, TN 37033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Karen Bunch
510 S. 5th Pl.
Broken Arrow, OK 74012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Goldblatt
107 4th St., S. E.
Charlottesville, VA 22902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Laski
34 Main St.
Port Monmouth, NJ 07758-1607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorraine Lowry
8-201 The West Mall
Etobicoke, CA 90211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sally Kuslis
947 Bunker Hill Road
Watertown, CT 06795-3231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Ann Rennacker
31200 Sherwood Rd
Ft Bragg, CA 95437



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cari Chenkin
7244 Linda Vista Dr.
Citrus Heights, CA 95610
 



916-725-4889



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Rollings
10310 Providence Dr
Johnston, IA 50131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Tiernan
2832 Acacia Rd.
Walnut Creek, CA 94595



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Dodge
65
providence, RI 02906



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
danielle stockdale
3173 west 6th ave.
vancouver, BC V6K1X5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Morrow
1517 Spring Creek DR
Laramie, WY 82070
 



3077559320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nathan Myers
931 J Street, APT 74
APT 208
Davis, CA 95616



 
661-645-2208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy LoBalbo
166 Mountain Top Road
Stormville, NY 12582



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Selene Vega
P.O. Box 1691
Santa Cruz, CA 95061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Blackford
6126 Warm Most Ln
Dallas, TX 75248
 



(972) 392-4718



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nan buckley
1512 waterford dr
zionsville, IN 46077



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Lynn Ritchey
4 Rotary Road
Auburn, MA 01501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Glissmann
1201 Iowa
Alamogordo, NM 88310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annette Poerschke
Gutenbergring 30
Norderstedt, ot 22848
 



Enter your phone number here



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John K Erskine
2333 Eagle Drive
Holland, MI 49424



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theodosia Evans
573 Country Club Rd
Troutville, VA 24175



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We are concerned about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there,
and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
We all know that further growth in Las Vegas is unsustainable, and in fact, dangerous to its
residents.  Please stop this now.  Thanks.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Joseph and Diane Williams



3880 Stikes Drive SE
Lacey, WA 98503-8207
 
360-491-4865



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanne Peters
129 Christina Circle
Frazer, PA 19355-1049



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dane Stevens
1125 hourglass
moscow, ID 83843



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marina diehl
3333 SE Cesar E Chavez Blvd. #44
Portland, OR 97202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Hudson
16715 SW Cambridge Dr.
Durham, OR 97224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Marie Lahaie
30 Kernwood Drive
Lynn, MA 01904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin O'Connor
420 E St.
Davis, CA 95616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Diederichs
12956 Christman Lane
Poway, CA 92064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randy Harrison
4051 Wagner  St
Eugene, OR 97402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Corina Hatfield
522 Johnson St
Sausalito, CA 94965



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chaitanya Diwadkar
24821 Pear St
Hayward, CA 94545-2416



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chrissy cook
6043 valley pike
stephens city, VA 22655
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Chittenden
2930 Sacramento St.
San Francisco, CA 94115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicolas Petersen
3229 SW Luradel St
Portland, OR 97219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Linde
3226 NE 76th Ave
Portland, OR 97213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. York Quillen
1332 Farrington Drive
Knoxville, TN 37923



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Barber
651 moraga Road, #32
Moraga, CA 94556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raffaele  Rambaldi
Via A.Grandi 107/A Polesella
Rovigo,ITALY, ot 45038
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurin Wild
5339 SE 121st Ave
Portland, OR 97266



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gian Luca Ribichini
via Giacomo Matteotti
Falconara Marittima, ot 60015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gian Luca Ribichini
via Giacomo Matteotti
Falconara Marittima, ot 60015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I was appalled to hear of the SNWA plan to mine water from ancient aquifers in order to
supply the city of Las Vegas.
 
This sort of unsustainable plundering and depletion of irreplaceable resources needs to
stop!
 
I am engaged in research on water issues in the Sahara, where the same exploitation of
ancient underground waters is underway. In line with the SNWA plan, Qadafi of Libya built
a "Great Manmade River" piping water to towns and farms all along the country's northern
littoral.
 
This may have done no immediate harm to the deserts of the south -- but in 50 years, the
water will be depleted -- and then where will people turn?
 
The impacts of the Nevada plan are actually much more dramatic -- particularly the
expected 200-foot drop in the water table, spelling death for all the flora and fauna of the
Great Basin.  How could this even be considered?
 
And why pump water to support unsustainable urban consumption when there are
alternative ways of meeting water needs through desalination, conservation, and
management of growth?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you, the
state engineer, to deny applications for interbasin transfers of water if the proposed
transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is not specified, it seems hardly possible
that it would allow for the catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result
of this groundwater extraction, as documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft
environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe
environmental impacts they would cause. Given the other options available to the authority
for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kay Moseley



Washington, DC
 
Katharine Moseley
4000 Cathedral Ave NW Apt 238B
Washington , DC 20016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
********PLEASE HELP PROTECT AND PRESERVE WILDLIFE WE ARE THEIR VOICES
THANK YOU************************
 
Sincerely,
 
Maura Sheehan



155 rosebay dr. #20
Encinitas, CA 92024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Wilson
5761 S. Blackstone
Chicago, IL 60637-1823



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I am opposed to the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options should be exploited before depleting irreplaceable natural resources of water and
the plant and wildlife habitat it supports.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Wanton destruction of irreplaceable resources should be prevented through the application
of more sustainable technologies including re-use of gray water.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications.
Sincerely,
 
Valerie Scopaz
56755 State Route 25
Southold, NY 11971



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monica Kelly Wright
9591 N. Macie Lp.
Hayden, ID 83835



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Richman
955 Azure St. #4
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-1429



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen  Toyohara
4242 woodland drive
La Mesa, CA 91941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Cohrs
12906 Crystal Reef Ct.
Pearland, TX 77584



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Fuoto
2831 Galahad Drive, NE
Atlanta, GA 30345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Weitz
2757 Best Ave.
Oakland, CA 94619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a wildlife biologist in Texas, where we have similar deficient water problems, we are
finally coming to grips with the reality that some parts of our country have very limited
water and cannot support huge human populations.  At last the governments and their
water districts are being forced to look to lowering water consumption instead of raping
what water sources are left.  Irreversable damage can occur, as I'm quite sure you are
aware, if water supplies created over thousands of years are suddenly depleted.    I am
writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals
that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 



Sincerely,
 
Wildlife biologi Roger  W Sanderson
Wildlife biologist
8826 Lavalle
DALLAS, TX 75243-
 
(972) 562-5566



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
laurie storm
197 howell st
Buffalo, NY 14207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John  Farhar
8131 el descanso
atascadero, CA 93422



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anna roman-saxe
6279 se 8th lane
Ocala, FL 34472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Dave Miller
3509 NW 3rd Ave
Camas, WA 98607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Davis
71 No. Adams St.
Manchester, NH 03104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Robbin
11201 Dona Lola Drive
Studio City, CA 91604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sam Gupta
3108 Samoa Place
Costa Mesa, CA 92626
 



(949) 823-1199



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jim van
3380 sheridan dr  #165
amherst, NY 14226-1439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Savage
5061 Lansdowne
St Louis, MO 63109-1527



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helle Hansen
Oestergade 30b
Frederikssund, ot 3600



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Megan Hartman
1603 Imperial Dr.
Glenview, IL 60026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. William Butler
31951 Lodgepole Drive
Evergreen, CO 80439
 



(303) 674-8317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lynette D
13990 Crabapple Rd
Golden, CO 80401
 



(303) 279-4888



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Knif
4429 w. altlgeld
chicago, IL 60639



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Tom Finholt
212 Timber Wind Dr.
Wildwood, MO 63011
 



636-458-3521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Barton
122 Long St
Vandalia, OH 45377



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
martha kenney
4103 E.33rd
Spokane, WA 99223
 



509 534-4143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keith Albritton
N14820 W. Turner Lake Rd.
Lac du Flambeau, WI 54538



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
K. Jenkins
8431 Tern circle
Huntington Beach, CA 92646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas McCormick
23602 Via Paloma
Coto de Caza, CA 92679-4123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mandy Webb
1308 Southridge Court
Fort Smith, AR 72908



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret LiRosi
271 Prescott ave
staten island, NY 10306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Huseby
15204 Rosemont Manor Drive
Haymarket, VA 20169



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Lepley
8841 N. Calle Loma Linda
Tucson, AZ 85704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Douglas Valentine
394 Cass Ave.
Mount Clemens, MI 48043
 



586 3037191x



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Charles E Hines
111 W. Main St.
Waldo, OH 43356
 



(740) 726-2540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bryan Ernest
464 Parkview Drive
Pittsburgh, PA 15243
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Frank Bartell
1024 N. 5th St.
Philadelphia, PA 19123
 



215-751-8447



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
donya drummond
480 crescent street
oakland, CA 94610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael A. Cerrato
111 Broadway
Westville, NJ 08093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve White
3011 Mahanna Springs Dr.
Dallas, TX 75235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel Vignere
PO Box 194
Lakeside, MT 59922



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sasha Auffrey
281 Bahama st
Dieppe, NB E1A 5W1



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa Wlosowicz
ul. Wysoka 12B/25
Sosnowiec, ot 41200



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Melissa Clapp
5307 C
Little Rock, AR 72205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Sharron Chadwick
2755 Ordway Street NW
Washington, DC 20008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Conservation Dir George Sexton
PO Box 102
Ashland, OR 97520
 



(541) 488-5789



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mindy Edwards
719 Cedar Point Place
Westlake Village, CA 91362



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Mich Chen
3622 Ronald Court
Fremont, CA 94538



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tiffany Mills
939 Southampton Drive
Charlottesville, VA 22901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Byron Arnett
251 E. Dayton-Yellow Springs Rd.
Yellow Springs, OH 45387



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Van Alstine
264 Country Club Place Apt C
Spring Creek, NV 89815



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra McLellan
6 Westland Ave
Chelmsford, MA 01824



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marji Mendelsohn
349 Compton Hills Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Subject: Deny the SNWA Water Rights Applications
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Nicole Ramos



 
Nicole  Ramos
6446 Saranac circle
Davie, FL 33331



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Mark
304 Via El Cuadro
Santa Barbara, CA 93111
 



805-964-6652



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pattrycia Hodara
3926 194th Ln
Golden Beach, FL 33160-2281



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fay Coulouris
education
9130 E Arbor Cir
unit H



Englewood, CO 80111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Venable
1950 E. Cortez St.
Phoenix, AZ 85020-1309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daisy Porter
710 Church Street
Eldon, IA 52554 9797



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Hepburn
303 Hiawatha Drive
Waterloo, ON N2L 2V9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Singer
1625 Juniper St
Longmont, CO 80501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
d m
po 46
kalispell, MT 59901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Skirvin
3210 SW Hailey Place
Pendleton, OR 97801
 



(541) 377-4543



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Adan
4419 Rollingrock Way
Carmichael, CA 95608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Mazza
3790 70th Ave. N.
Pinellas Park, FL 33781



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David  Braden
1143 NW 38th St
Oklahoma City, OK 73118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret A Wyatt
3008 SW Overlook ST
Pendleton, OR 97801-8000
 



(541) 276-6590



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tricia Holliday
489 Lakepark
Oviedo, FL 32765



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margo Connelly
200 Orchard Creek Lane
Rochester, NY 14612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Sanders
6850 E. Loma del Bribon
Tucson, AZ 85750-6371



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
HOW EXTRAORDINARILY SELFISH TO ELIMINATE SPECIES!
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Leitch
526 Reed St



Phila, PA 19147



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ed Sancious
405 el camino real #344
Menlo park, CA 94025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
C Robb Worthington
1234 11th St NW
Hickory, NC 28601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Tim Leighton
17019 Ashton Oaks Dr
Charlotte, NC 28278
 



(704) 542-1912



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raewyn Bower
PO Box 168
Mary Esther, FL 32569



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I understand that the Southern Nevada Water Authority is requesting a permit to pump
nearly 60 billion gallon of water per year from central and eastern Nevada to temporarily
support growth in Las Vegas.  De-watering these areas for LV will create future problems
there while making conditions at the sources dire.  It mirrors the LA removal of water from
the Mono basin.
 
I also understand that most of the water used for non-potable uses in LV is of potatble
quality.  So Las Vegas has options other than beggaring the rest of the state.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raymond R.  White
2468 Whitney Drive



Mountain View, CA 94043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Laura Schwind
P.O. Box 80226
Rochester, MI 48308
 



248 650-9223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Rhindress
3438 Old Yorktown Rd
Yorktown Heights, NY 10598



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina  Pasillas
2607 Hope St.
Klamath Falls, OR 97603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ivana Mirkovic
311 Abbey Ct
Ridgewood, NJ 07450



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I think it would be a terrible mistake to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada to satisfy
the water needs of Las Vegas. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to
support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs
through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? 
 
The monied interests in a places like Las Vegas will never be satisfied.  We can drain and
drain and drain, and they will keep expanding.  If they are going to build and need so much
water in the middle of the dessert, then they must put in place many conservation
measures, and clever ways of getting the water they want--ways that do not destroy other
lands and habitats.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Marcia Bailey
3301 alt 19, #338
Dunedin, FL 34698-1533



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Taylor
15670 NW Coyote Hill Rd
Banks, OR 97106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
 YOUR NOT SUPPOSED TO LIVE IN THE DESERT !
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Leon Trumpp
1703 W 9th
Sedalia, MO 65301





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jeannine LeMay
4534 W. Blue Indigo Ln.
Beverly Hills, FL 34465-6722
 



352-270-3621



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Azul Varán
Ugarteche
C.A.B.A., ot 1425
 



48072346



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pierre Boudreau
www.fromagesbergeron.com
Saint-Antoine-De-Tilly, QC G0S 2C0
 



418-883-2233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Brackett
521 4th AVE West #102
Seattle, WA 98119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristin Thompson
2914 Irvington Way
Madison, WI 53713



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caroline McNeill
44 Old Kings Highway
Wilton, CT 06897



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fabienne Bouville
5722 Waring Ave
los angeles, CA 90038-3912



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
With the number of already vacant houses, the decline of fresh water resources through
out the west, I don't think that encouraging growth in the Las Vegas area is a wise and
sustainable idea.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Eric Woodward
(220 SW Barbur Blvd
Portland, OR 97219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The source of nature is spirit.
 
Nature is not a random accident. It has meaning, significance, and purpose.
 
Certain aspects of nature are invisible.
 
Nature is a part of a greater whole, which is beyond time and space.
 
Nature's beauty has intrinsic value.
 
That which preserves the beauty and harmony of nature is good. That which destroys it is
bad.
 
All animals, plants, and landscapes are sacred.
 
All creatures have an equal right to self-fulfillment.
 
The inner world is a part of nature.
 
We should celebrate the creation with song, dance, art, poetry, and stories.
 
Science is an indispensable tool for gaining knowledge about nature. Scientism (the belief
that science is the ONLY source of wisdom) is, however, a dangerous and misguided
philosophy.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as



documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. J. H. C.(Tabucur) Lyrette
39 Ashdale Ave.
Toronto, ON M4L 2Y6
 
4164613616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
angela flautz
235 covina ave
long beach, CA 90803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice & James Bradley
18448 Belle Alliance
Prairieville, LA 70769



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Shaffer
29 Bliss Rd.
Newport, RI 02840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Malcolm Rothera
41 Stuart Road
Richmond on Thames, ot TW10 7QU



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cy Neu
4777 Stevens Dr.
Hubertus, WI 53033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Iván Zatz-Díaz
526 West 111th Street
New York, NY 10025-1931



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liana Green
380 Erie St
Medina, NY 14103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Marrinan
101 N. Merion Ave
Bryn Mawr, PA 19010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer BRINGMAN
8178 STARLITE PINES ROAD
SHINGLETOWN96088, CA 96088



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cecelia Bishop
170 Fairview Circle
Middle Island, NY 11953



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Morgan-Kinsell
3512 N. Pecan
Nacogdoches, TX 75965



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Silliman
6300 Ocean Drive
Unit 5869
Corpus Christi, TX 78412





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary-Margaret O'Connell
2841 Friendly Grove Road NE
Olympia, WA 98506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellet Wilson
512 No. First St.
Lompoc, CA 93436-5424
 



805-736-7874



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Barnett
1370 Alvin Hough Rd
Midland, NC 28107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Matcho
726 Grange Drive
Apollo, PA 15613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Jennifer Valentine
313 1st Ave
Massapequa Park, NY 11762
 



(516) 795-6378



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Corcoran
3628 Highway T
Marthasville, MO 63357



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Bedel
4619 Mission Gorge Pl  Suite B
SuiteB
San Diego, CA 92120





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Shade
14 Curtis Rd.
Boxford, MA 01921



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada.
 
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Pilholski
1 Nixon Rd



Framingham, MA 01701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andreas Wittenstein
P.O. Box 570
Woodacre, CA 94973-0570



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jesse Sawyer
9 Chickasaw Place
Palmyra, VA 22963



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Lux-Thompson
6167 N 100 W
Uniondale, IN 46791



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Hagg
po box 480
Papaikou, HI 96781



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna D'Fini
57 W.Leyden Rd
Colrain, MA 01340



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Presley
227 Miller Road
3107 Horsebarn Hill Road
Chaplin, CT 06235





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ann Smith
1071 Kenyon Drive
Fort Washington, PA 19034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Deborah  Hardin
2734 Galisteo Court, #2
Santa Fe , NM 87505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. kathy stineman
5141 w. malachite place
tucson, AZ 85742



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ramsey Gregory
5201 Laguna Oaks Drive
Elk Grove, CA 95758



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Rafferty
447 Third St
Carlstadt, NJ 07072



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carol Moon
36 Sickles St.
New York, NY 10040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Wright
2807 McPhail Farm Rd
Florala, AL 36442



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Warner
4 Hawthorne Lane
Galena, IL 61036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Georgina Reyes
13450 S.W. 97th. Ct.
Miami, FL 33176



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Gregersen
3513 Westshire Cir.
Delavan, WI 53115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Riley
1420 S 18th St
Lafayette, IN 47905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allison Argo
157 Owl Pond Rd.
Brewster, MA 02631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Les Borean
Nadine Circle
Torrance, CA 90505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
roger ball
2424 bixby st nw
albuquerque, NM 87120
 



(505) 323-2272



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am about to take my first vacation in Nevada, but I'm going there to golf, gamble or waste
precious water. I'm going to enjoy the natural beauty of the state and to hike and vacation
sustainably in the desert.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Lyrysa Smith
P.O. Box 55
Valatie, NY 12184
 
518 758-8282



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Francis Groff
638 Summit PL
Brielle, NJ 08730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
patricia mcveigh
6107 sheraton place
aptos, CA 95003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Erica Johanson
50 Stony Brook Rd.
Hopewell, NJ 08525
 



(609) 333-1060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jan marsden
802 eulalia
terrell, TX ZIP code



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Duvall Spooner
668 D St.
Blaine, WA 98230-5102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Weil
1393 Grove Way
Concord, CA 94518



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chris tyrlik
10076 beartown road north
ava, NY 13303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
pearl lang
242 beacon street
boston, MA 02116
 



617 353 0718



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helga Riehlein
PO Box5
Carlsborg, WA 98324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanette Kim
601 Charles Avenue
Deale, MD 20751



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dianne Boyer-Frazier
5217 South 62nd
Lincoln, NE 68516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deann Miller
601 Yellow Pine Drive
Bailey, CO 80421-1872



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Yurcich
2703 S El Camino Real
San Clemente, CA 92672-3377



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Brian Emmons
1755 Waiola St
Honolulu, HI 96826



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and wapiti.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Eventually, Nevadans will have to learn that they'll have to limit their water use and maybe
even move to better-watered places.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean SmilingCoyote



1823 W. Granville Ave.
Chicago, IL 60660-1060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Parker
10708 Towne Park Dr. NE
Albuquerque, NM 87123
 



(505) 296-0910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Candace Rocha
651 Echandia St
Los Angeles, CA 90033
 



(310) 385-7188



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Ainsley
1800 Rutledge Court
Fort Collins, CO 80526-6702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Propst
PO Box 72
Steward, IL 60553-0072
 



8157612949



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Stilp
3010 N Summit Ave
Milwaukee, WI 53211d
 



414-962-9359



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nick Balla
9 Lamont Avenue Apt. 401
Hamilton, NJ 08619-3122
 



6095870623



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Meredith Needham
815 Burg Street
Granville, OH 43023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Hollier
PO Box 3453
Crestline, CA 92325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Therese McElhany
1701 Jefferson Drive
Carson City, NV 89706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
catherine aubin
379 Middlesex Avenue
Metuchen, NJ 08840-1510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
oracio casillas
po24104
santa barbara, CA 93121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Lane
6 Ruthellen Road
Framingham, MA 01701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Werner  Lotz
1841 Lawrence Street
Eugene, OR 97401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Streeter
1302 Kenilworth Rd.
Mount Royal, QC H3R 2R9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pam Hunt
110 Long Neck Blvd
Riverhead, NY 11901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Carroll
301 A Country Club Road
Pocahontas, AR 72455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Harold T. Hodes
102 Homestead Terrace
Ithaca, NY 14850-6218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kerri kowing
N5659 Lark Rd
Columbus, WI 53925
 



347-563-5857



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and I am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why pump water to
southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting
the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if you find that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ileene Anderson
2733 Cardwell Pl.
Los Angeles, CA 90046
 



(323) 848-7946



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bianca Wittkowski
Kollwitzstr. 3
Neukirchen-Vluyn, ot 47506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Albert Ward
6820 Ashland Ave.
Las Vegas, NV 89145



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shea Craver
1280 Fulbar Ct
San Jose , CA 95132-3022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Diaz
5274 Kunkel Drive
San Jose, CA 95124
 



408-222-0620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tatiana Palma
1437 P rinceton St.
Santa monica, CA 90404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Delannoy
106 Pineland Avenue
Worcester, MA 01604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve kent
8111 Robert Street
hamilton, OH 45011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Logan Maxwell
227 W. Mulberry Street
Fort collins, CO 80521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vince Webb
1508 E St
Sacramento, CA 95814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louide Slattery
705 rue des Bouleaux Blancs
Saint-Lazare, QC J7T 2M5
 



450-424-1426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tirso Moreno
1264 Apopka Blvd.
Apopka, FL 32703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brent Rocks
1518 SW Upper Hall st
Portland, OR 97201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Risch
11714 Hatcher Place
Silver Spring, MD 20902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. tommy bacorn
4044 west blvd apt c
los angeles, CA 90008
 



8187493296



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rene Barker
601 University Drive
San Marcos, TX 78666



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Linda Tullock
171 Princetown Road
Schenectady, NY 12306-1505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christian Vesper
17250 W. Sunset Blvd. #211
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MaryAnn Burch
93 Sherwood Rd
Aurora, NY 13026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ricardo Reyes
1396 sanchez
San Francisco, CA 94131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Cherry
2358 Manns Hill Rd.
Littleton, NH 03561



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I believe that it is an unmitigated travesty for Las Vegas to
demand more water than Mother Earth can provide. Las Vegas is in a desert and must
adapt to its natural environment. Potentially, Las Vegas can be a leader in harvesting
natural resources and live sustainably. Don't let Las Vegas be a water hog for its short
term gains that harm the greater public good. I care deeply about the Great Basin and all
the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Pam Young
479 vassar ave
Berkeley, CA 94708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Mosley
3912 Blakeford Drive
Durham, NC 27713



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rich Mackin
2539 SE Madison
Portland, OR 97214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
talila stan
Ben giroin
tel aviv, ot 63454



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine  Cascio
18 Haviland Street
Boston, MA 02115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Janow
4205 47th Street
Lubbock, TX 79413



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Esther L. Kim
882 Manhattan Ave. Apt. 4R
Brooklyn, NY 11222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jay Fry
302 Cober Dr
Grand Prairie, TX 75051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Stephenson
2302 Kingsgate Rd
Scottsbluff, NE 69361



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carolyn choquette
24930 grange hall rd.
philomath, OR 97370



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Eric Chipman
239 Watertown Street # 210
Newton, MA 02458-1354
 



(617) 964-7609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Lawrence
1005 Idlewilde Lane SE
Albuquerque, NM 87108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Friessen
5125 La Fiesta Dr NE
Albuquerque, NM 87109
 



505-908-7690



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Ackoff
117 Laurel St
South Bend, IN 46601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gavin Ostrom
511 Encinal Ave.
Roseville , CA 95678



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dana Solomon
1911 W. carmen
Tampa, FL 33606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Brennan
2920 Clairemont Dr Apt 3
San Diego, CA 92117-6713



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Schick
2849 Laclede Station Rd
Saint Louis, MO 63143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Clairone C. Delaney
8242 Imperial Dr.



Laurel, MD 20708
 
(301) 490-6860



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nora Sinkankas
3132 Lakeview Manor Drive
Bethany, OK 73008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Las Vegas is a City that needs to reevaluate their very lacking water conservation methods
and YOUR agency needs to take leadership in improving their water conservation efforts.
Your intent to enable this water transfer is GROWTH INDUCING and not sustainable.
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? 
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Pierce



144 S San Mateo
Redlands, CA 92373



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Millard
1102 129th Street East
Tacoma, WA 98445
 



253-538-7978



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dieter von Lehsten
20 W 64 St
New York, NY 10023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy Forster
Cedar Lodge
Shrigley Road
Macclesfield, ot SK10 5SG





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marvin Goodman
55 Knolls Crescent
Bronx, NY 10463
 



(718) 549-2569



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Rhoads
2519 N Randolph St
Arlington, VA 22207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan King
608 Palo Alto Lane
Cedar Park, TX 78613-2941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Langston
955 South German Lane, Apt H12
Conway, AR 72034
 



9199248356



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Joan Hardie
1698 Wilshire Dr
Aptos, CA 95003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Holland
768 Calabria Drive
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-4506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Bennett
3190 Dona Mema Place
Studio City, CA 91604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Nowack
31 Western Ave.
Marlboro, NY 12542-0895
 



(845) 236-3363



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Gilbertson
PO Box 3355
Santa Barbara, CA 93130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen white
20823 Belshire Ave
Lakewood, CA 90715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phylana Ladd
512 W Bittersweet Road
Washington, IL 61571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Davis
1005 Jerome Ave.   #B52
Bronx, NY 10452



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Michael Tomczyszyn
243 Ramsell St
San Francisco, CA 94132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Constance Fiske
1738 SW 24 Ave
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristen Lowry
8-201 The West Mall
Etobicoke, CA 90211
 



647-344-8684



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Bodane
2302 Stuyvesant Drive
Niskayuna, NY 12309-4828
 



518-377-0217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheila Reeves
8815 Victoria Ave.
Rockaway Beach, OR 97136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kate bala
123 irene
mark, AK 11111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shirley Stotko
90 Bluebird Lane
Port Deposit, MD 21904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Bechtel
1567 Fox Hollow Road
Shermans Dale, PA 17090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paul carlsen
p o box 283
c, CA 05426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paul carlsen
p o box 283
c, CA 05426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paul carlsen
p o box 283
c, CA 05426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurel Heath
645 Victorian Park Dr.
Chico, CA 95926
 



(530) 343-3290



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I write because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live
there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
The only responsible way to remove this water is for you to replace it--in which case you
may as well use the new-source water (e.g., desalination) in Las Vegas!  Also, if you
choose to drain this great aquifer, it will give us in Montana, Wyoming and Colorado more
incentive to cut off current water sources you use from our areas.
 
I would also point out that you will be subject to major law suites, as the ecosystem is



intentionally damaged, requiring you to pay billions of dollars for restoration, plus losing the
use of the water. 
 
The best way for you would be to use less water! 
 
Sincerely,
 
Albert Banwart
95 Sir Arthur Dr
Bozeman, MT 59718



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harvey Sparks
8122 West Lovejoy
Perry, MI 48872



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Barbara Harpe
1744 257th Street
Lomita, CA 90717



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
diane winkler
710 Clay St
jasper, IN 47546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Jackson
1201 Alpine Trail
San Marcos, TX 78666
 



(512) 353-8851



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
April Rocha
641 W. Echandia Street
#4
Los Angeles, CA 90033



 
3104153236



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kay Blevins
8709 Chesley Ct.
Raleigh, NC 27613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeff rosenberg
21 jay vance lane
newland, NC 28657



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Lewis
1852 6th St.
Los Osos, CA 93402-2704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
noreen grassi
971 e oak st
palmyra, PA 17078
 



7178388992



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Howlett
1055 N 2nd Street
san jose, CA 95112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and
am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would you pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Laurel Gress
3211 Rohrer Rd.
Wadsworth, OH 44281-8313



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hector Garcia
716 Mariposa Ave #3
Los Angeles, CA 90005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
denise kallan
6442 logan
waterford, MI 48329



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Gustine
618 Southgate Drive
State College, PA 16801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances FrainAguirre
1840 W 40th
Denver, CO 80211
 



3034775928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Hornback
5255 Montezuma Rd
Dillon, CO 80435



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Hughes
2810 Union St.  Apt. 14
San Diego, CA 92103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosemary Caolo
1512 E. Gibson St
Scranton, PA 18510
 



570-347-6665



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Huntley Hennessy
1 Inspiration Drive
Los Lunas, NM 87031-7602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andy Sekara
135 Dorado Terrace
San Francisco, CA 94112-1740



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Gertz
39-D MLK Jr. Dr.
Asheville, NC 28801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alejandra Valdez
12217 W. Superior Avenue
Tolleson, AZ 85353



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. nicole silva
134h old ferry rd
haverhill, MA 01830-4375



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harvey Arkin
3349 A Anaoi Pl
Honolulu, HI 96822



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
money money money.
you could be stupid, a fool, an idiot, a  crooked slime ball, or an all together asshole.
I truly hope not, Ive been all, but woke up. how you handle this issue will show your kids
what type of person you have become. will they change their name for protection? you
decide.
you must look further than your reach, look to theirs. money will not be drinkable in their
time either.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
GARY KILLPACK
1850 se 23rd
Lincoln City, OR 97367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dana Whitney
3502 N Oakbury Circle
Tucson, AZ 85712u
 



5203231063



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cora                             Whitmore
183 Harlow St. apt. 319
Bangor, ME 04401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Miller
351 Pemberwick Rd
Greenwich, CT 06831



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosie Clouser
4257 Willow Glen Ln
Beech Grove, IN 46107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Southern Nevada's request for aquifer water from the rest of the state would do
unacceptable damage to the wildlife, plants, wetlands, and springs of Nevada. 
 
The Southern Nevada Water Authority has already said that it can provide more water
through conservation than the proposed pipeline would supply, so there is no reason for
them to suck water away from central and northern Nevada where it's so needed.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.



 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Tina Rhea
3-E Ridge Rd.
Greenbelt, MD 20770



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Georgia VanderVeer
227 Birdie rd
Locust Grove, VA 22508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I'm writing to you of the issue of exporting water from the Great Basin. I remember growing
up in Nevada learning about the Great Basin in school and how important is has been to
the wildlife of southern Nevada. Hearing about this issue of the Southern Nevada Water
Authority wanting to pump the Basin to promote unsustainable growth in some of the driest
desert doesn't make sense especially since the Authority admits that it could provide an
increased supply of water through conservation than the pipeline could provide. Diverting
water from the Basin for such growth would not only destroy habitat that so many species
depend on but ultimately points out our own inability to take such consequences into
account.
 
Accountability is the key. I strongly urge you to deny the SNWA application for this pipeline
and keep the Great Basin safe and to promote a greater awareness and action towards
conservation. This would also serve as inspiration and a model for other parts of the
country to take more sensible measures to protect and live within this planet's means.
 
I thank you for your time and consideration.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Mortensen
3016 Ne 87th St
Seattle, WA 98115-3529



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nathan Knecht
2125 Upland Ave.
Boulder, CO 80304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and I am
shocked by the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management, and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you, the
state engineer, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to conclude that the water authority's request is not "environmentally sound,"
with the catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this
groundwater extraction, as documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft
environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would become extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur,
including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia
spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. These applications should not be
considered since other options are available to the authority for meeting reasonable water
demands.
 
Thank you for your consideration and hopefully your support with this important
environmental issue.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maryann Kirchenbauer



17 Memorial Place
Elmwood Park, NJ 07407



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mischa Kandinsky
102 Comstock Lane
Bonny Doon, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexandra Mark
37453 Turnberry Ct.
farmington Hills, MI 48331



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rick Nepomnick
6817 Brentwood
Arvada, CO 80004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Hellman
411 Forbes Avenue
San Rafael, CA 94901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Meszaros
2335 Riverside Dr
Lakewood, OH 44107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Koogler
91 CHestnut St
Boston, MA 02445
 



(617) 277-6830



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Hall
P.O. box 182
Joliet, MT 59041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
You have a serious task. Show me you are a leader who can protect Nevada's water.
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Deidre Moderacki
626 East 14th Street
New York, NY 10009





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Kersten
329 Forest Meadows Drive
Medina, OH 44256-1611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Byron Edelen
24 Davenport Court
San Rafael, CA 94901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Finkbine
8150 South Open Trail Lane
Gold Canyon, AZ 85118-5121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We have lost most of our aguifers on this planet. Our water system, which God gave us in
perfect working order, is about to collapse. We simply can't afford, anywhere on this
planet, to detroy another God given thing that we can not then recreate and make whole
again.
 
Is it you who will carry the legacy of this destruction?
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.



 
Sincerely,
 
rebecca kuligowski
25339 hwy 99
cambridge springs, PA 16403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Simmons
1024 Brookhaven Dr
Aiken, SC 29803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because after visiting the Grand Canyon and Las Vegas last spring, I
care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options? Las Vegas' use of natural resources is quite
disgusting and frankly, I could care less if that city were to dry up and disappear.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Please listen to your heart and leave the water where it needs to be.
 
 
 



Sincerely,
 
Carol Hunt
1365 Webb Road
Lakewood, OH 44107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emma Nelson
1903 Windsor Drive
Framingham, MA 01701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie-Francoise Kuss
Auf der Gath 37
Meerbusch, ot 40670



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I write, because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that
live there.  I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through INCREASED
CONSERVATION, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, YOU, TO DENY an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that
the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
Transfer of water is not sound!  Deny transfer.  For transfer will cause greater harm than
good to the state of Nevada, sooner than it will take to construct and destroy land for the
transfer mechanisms..
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mercedes Dzindzeleta



609 7th St
Racine, WI 53403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Corinne  Svalmark
p.o. box 8261
Rolling Meadows, IL 60008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rogers Turrentine
311 S Horne St
Oceanside, CA 92054-3271



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Kuhn
125 Fifth Avenue 10F
Pelham, NY 10803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Sternberg
237 Brickyard Rd
Asheville, NC 28806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bernard hochendoner
218 spring ave.
patterson, CA 95363
 



(925) 735-6452



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lise K. Mansfield
2065 Galena St
Aurora, CO 80010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Ciano
7307 Hubbard Avenue #2
Middleton, WI 53562



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Boutwell
1792 Scottsville Mumford Rd
Scottsville, NY 14546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel Richman
3521 Rue Jeanne-Mance Apt. 4
Montreal, QC H2X 2K2



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Trione
2819  280th Ave NE
Redmond, WA 98053



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Bailey
58094 Stephens
Washington, MI 48094



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms.  Sandra  Motz
8808 S. Cactus Lane
 Phoenix, AZ 85041-8505
 



602-268-9558



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theodore Mertig
Theodore Mertig 348 Higley Circle
El Paso, TX 79928-6700



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvia Tonietto
961, boul.des Monts
Ste-Adèle, QC j8b 1k4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Walts
10903 Ridgeview Road
Evansville, WY 82636



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Geoff Richcreek
1753 e. Appleton st. #D
Long beach, CA 90802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Henley
5036 SW 88th Ter
Tampa , FL 32608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Beeman
P O Box 95872
Las Vegas, NV 89193



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juliana Benner
1617 N 5TH St
Boise, ID 83702-3706
 



2088508075



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james kelley
2705 range ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick McCloskey
535 Brookline Blvd.
Havertown, PA 19083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Peed
300 Dean Williams Rd
Travelers Rest, SC 29690
 



8648846772



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Jacobson
233 Grove Street
Windsor, CA 95492



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Chandler
3008 N 25th St
Ft Pierce, FL 34946-1705
 



772-978-0824



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heidi Keller
3500 S. Sangamon, #307
Chicago, IL 60609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lawrence Mick
3103 Observation Trail
Dayton, OH 45449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laus Jacques
rue d'Horrues 154
Braine-le-comte, NJ 07090
 



0320498682367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cory helffrich
31 chittenden 15
columbus, OH 43201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maryska Suda
1099 Pennsylvania Ave.
St. Louis, MO 63130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Sodrel
1032 Cliffwood Drive
New Albany, IN 47150
 



812-945-0825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Joyce Frohn
425 Congress Ave
Oshkosh, WI 54901
 



(920) 426-9931



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Steponaitis
910 Geary 20
San Francisco, CA 94109-7095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caroline Harris
312 E 4th Street
Roanoke Rapids, NC 27870



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
v c
.
., CA 90211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Beckwith
PO Box 275
Guffey, CO 80820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A.M. Warfield
56 Marathon Key Way
Ponte Vedra, FL 32081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Summer Bruch
1011 S 23rd Street
Arkadelphia, AR 71923



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Rahbari
1717 Gregory Street
Ypsilanti, MI 48197



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. richard riger
1029 nashville
alb, NM 87105
 



505-877-5703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I write to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals
that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the nation's aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Rutenber
18 Briarwood Ter.
Albany, NY 12203
 



518-456-0412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jennifer Valentine
13480 Cheltenham Dr.
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rev. George Tolleson
26 Chateau Pl.
Asheville, NC 28805-1713
 



828-281-1166



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dhyana McCraig
17481 Matinal Dr.
San Diego, CA 92127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arthur Kemish
3200 Tullio Way
Henderson, NV 89052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.  Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management, and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you to
deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the proposed transfer
would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed, and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard.  Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynda Richards
15676 CR 7170
Rolla, MO 65401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Rossignol
410 Bridgeham Ave
Milford, DE 19963



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Golamis
132 Centre Line Ave.
Williamsport, PA 17701-9137
 



5703293601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. NANCY HOLLIS
1960 W 500 SOUTH
CRAWFORDSVILLE, IN 47933
 



765-866-1189



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Daniel
925 W Valley Court
Springfield, MO 65807



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Kaplan
14 Moharimet Dr
Madbury, NH 03823



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kevin mcnamara
713 Kelly Way
Rio Vista, CA 94571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Waer
5616 N.E. 45
Portland, OR 97218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wayne Rossignol
30 Concord Ave
Hamilton, NJ 08619-2402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Wolfe
755  W. Washington St.
Hagerstown, MD 21740



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tammy fortin
81 bessie
san francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lucy McGuffey
3304 Franklin St.
Denver, CO 80205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Clark
8620 Sisson hwy
Eden, NY 14057



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Connie J Cunningham
6910 Brentwood Drive
Boise, ID 83709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Brockman
333 W 14th St
Chico, CA 95928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elsa Petersen
264 Colonial Heritage Park
Doylestown, PA 18901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
t stone
8033 Sunset Blvd., #538
Los Angeles, CA 90046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carol berghen
533 28th Street
San Francisco, CA 94131-2219
 



(415) 824-1675



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerald Lorenz
3522 Concomly Dr. S
Salem, OR 97306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Brush
1565 Willow oak road
Castle Rock, CO 80104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clara Barber
5696 Wendy Way
Oroville, CA 95965



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nan niswonger
3449 lake vanessa nw
salem, OR 97304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Kuklo
2721 Shattuck Ave #1016
Berkeley, CA 94705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deb Harper
77 Peruville Rd
Lansing , NY 14882



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Pavlidis
271 Norfleet Lane Unit C
Simi Valley, CA 93065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Duane De Witt
Box 3068
Santa Rosa, CA 95402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Best
2205 N Twisted Limb Way
Flagstaff, AZ 86004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Leal
15500 Erwin Street, Suite 2451
Van Nuys, CA 91411



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa VALANTI
320 Lowenhill Ave
Pittsburgh, PA 15216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Justin Weisenauer
4161 Shayler Creek Drive
Batavia, OH 45103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Hoff
2413 Stony Garden Rd
Kintnersville, PA 18930-9561
 



6107395890



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for your attention to this extremely important matter.
Sincerely,
 
Jennie Emery
656 N Kennedy Drive
Kankakee, IL 60901





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I can't believe Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada!
 
WHY would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth?
There are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation and
smart growth management.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires  you to
deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if you find that the proposed transfer
would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would be staggering, and some species would go extinct. Widespread
harm to other species would occur.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to
the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Goodman
123 Mendosa Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116-1944



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Thomson
9 Maxwell Lane
Mill Valley, CA 94941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vladimir Strugatsky
7195 Keating Ave
Sebastopol, CA 95472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Napolitano
290 Manhattan Ave
Hawthorne, NY 10532
 



914-769-3281



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John  fanelli
169 kallop rd
Kingston , NY 12:01



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tim E gabbert
103 south cove ct
williamsburg, VA 23188



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
The transfer is not environmentally sound.  What, for more people in Las Vegas?  Please
get real.  The earth cannot stand the 7 billion people we already have.  We've added 1
billion in the last 12 years.  Our popluation doubled in the 40 years before that.  We're the
only species totally out of control.  We are extinguishing every other species from our
greed.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 



Sincerely,
 
Beverly Foster
364 Conestoga Road
Wayne, PA 19087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris McGregor
320 Bay Street
Toronto, ON M5H4A6



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you as a concerned citizen, frequent visitor and a neighbor of the Great
Basin.  I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there,
and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex Gutt
p.o. box 153
Tahoe City, CA 96145



 
(530) 581-2690



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dena-Marie Pruitt
Jennifer St
Newark, CA 94560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harriet Shalat
102-42 62 Dr.
Forest Hills, NY 11375



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Modafferi
2174 South Railroad Ave
Staten Island, NY 10306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wayne Mosteller
Box 1532
Silver City, NM 88062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
amanda osborne
6183 white tip road
jacksonville, FL 32258



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump  water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Tuell
817 N 11th Ave
Upland, CA 91786-4009
 



(909) 946-8825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sheila Desmond
3148 Piper Court
Cameron Park, CA 95682
 



5306763426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
A 200 hundred foot drop in the Spring and Snake Valley water tables would destroy
dozens of family ranches as well as prime Great Basin high-desert habit protected by a
National Park in the heart of the proposed development area. I urge you to prove that we
as a society have learned something from such fiascos as Los Angeles's Owens Valley
water grab so many years ago. Let Las Vegas support itself through very viable options
other than strangling its neighbors.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.



 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Reinhart
15 Great Basin National Park
Baker, NV 89311
 
(502) 322-4463



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Hardy
1881 Strickland Canyon Rd
Roseburg, OR 97470
 



916-215-7079



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adina Parsley
709 W Wiser Lake Rd
Ferndale, WA 98248
 



(360) 380-1941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Henry Berkowitz
141 Sperry Rd.
Sabinsville, PA 16943



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Samboy
3241 Key Largo Drive Apt 101
Las Vegas, NV 89120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie Earls-Solari
5632 Ohelo Rd
Kapaa, HI 96746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marlene Backhaus
412 17th St NE
Menomonie, WI 54751



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marge Mullen
97 Massasoit Avenue
Barrington, RI 02806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
amanda osborne
6183 white tip road
jacksonville, FL 32258



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joy Bryden
2310 SE 58th Ave
Portland, OR 97215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Plagmann
2687 5th St.
Boulder, CO 80304-3255
 



303-667-9629



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Shepherd
1230 Pleasant St
Barre, MA 01005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JASMINE THORDIN
11930 N BAYSHORE DR
NORTH MIAMI, FL 33181



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Folsom
1452 North Vasco Road #206
Livermore, CA 94551



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Berger
6827 knollcreek Dr
Indianapolis, IN 46256



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Celia Foster
4640 Orange Blossom Dr.
Zephyrhills, FL 33542-5620
 



813-479-8957



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Chandler
486 Maple Lane
Garberville, CA 95542



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stanley Miller
609 DuBois
Elsberry, MO 63343



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
martin kleino
1314 leforge
ypsilanti, MI 48198



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Kulczycki
1560 N Sandburg Terrace Apt 3902
Apt 3902
Chicago, IL 60610





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Smith
4140 Amber Hills Way
Creston, CA 93432



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jay Edgerton
5987 Peacock Ridge Rd
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275
 



310-544-0768



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marian Kelner
389 Plain Road
Greenfield, MA 01301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
s marcus
104 coldren
prospect hts, IL 60070
 



847-577-7412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Schaeffer
5602 Boulder Way
Wappingers Falls, NY 12590-7536



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carla Torti
curie 12
voghera, ot 27058



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liz Kessler
363 smith rd
hyde park, NY 12538



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nik Kripalani
5104  Greenwillow Lane, San Diego, CA
San Diego, CA 92130
 



8582592630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Bettemae Johnson
1217 Kirby NE
Albuquerque, NM 87112
 



505-385-2314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Art  Felsinger
1031 E. Lilac Dr.
Tempe, AZ 85281
 



6024908035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bob quail
16365 auburn  rd`
chagrin falls, OH 44023-0701
 



(440) 543-4857



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Lewis
1555  Victoria Way
Winter Garden, FL 34787-4824



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely, Sheila Bindon
 
Sheila Bindon
1035 windsor hill blvd apt 604
mississauga, ON L5V 1Z3



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gloria Lynn
8852 Worthingwoods Place
Powell, OH 43065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jonel lopez
8845 kern ave
gilroy, CA 95020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
denise wilt
p.o. box 1032
san antonio, FL 33576



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tricia Toliver
212 18th St
Brooklyn, NY 11215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Magda Santiago
427 Woodlark Dr
Davenport, FL 33897-5946



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Dear Mr. King,
I do not see how you could possibly find the proposed interbasin water transfer
environmentally sound and ask that you use your authority to deny the application in front
of you. There is nothing more precious to the entire ecosystem in question than it's
remaining water.  The well-known "water hogs" at the Southern Nevada Water Authority
will drain it dry for wasteful industrial and unmonitored home gluttonous use of this water.
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? PLEASE
THINK THIS THROUGH.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.



 
Sincerely,
 
Judith deRancourt
PO Box 194
Montgomery Center, VT 05471



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stacey Larson
9984 Heatherwood Lane
Highlands Ranch, CO 80126
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Phillips
5380 Brittainywood Road
Kernersville, NC 27284
 



336-339-5587



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I realize this is a form letter. I added my thoughts to it at the end so please at least read
the last full paragraph.  Thank you.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
PLEASE! Look at what has happened in the Rockies, with so much of the high altitude
environment dying off that we now have bears in downtown Denver. In addition to all of the
above, you are in a position to force more conservation of water by denying this. If we



continue to live unsustainably there will be wars over water within our lifetimes.  Help save
this planet & our species as well as the web of life that is our environment.
 
I thank you for your attention in this critical matter.
 
Sincerely,
 
Weeza Matthias, MD
20 Division St.
Bangor, ME 04401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Manisha Joshi
8244 20th ave n.e.
Seattle, WA 98115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Worthington
1947 Clovercrest Street
Enumclaw, WA 98022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Phillips
4742 Sherman Hills Pkwy
Jacksonville, FL 32210-0431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Umstott
8532 Hammett Ave
Norfolk, VA 23503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am greatly concerned with the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. There should be little consideration of a project to
pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth, when there are viable
means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you as the
state engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, the Bureau of Land
Management's "draft environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal documents
catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater
extraction.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
Accordingly, it seems only reasonable to deem that the water authority's proposal does not
meet Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6).
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Therefore, I ask that you please deny the authority's water-right
applications based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In
light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands,
SWNA's proposal is not an "environmentally sound" alternative.
 
Thank you for your consideration.
 
Sincerely,
 



John Donoghue II
3016 W. Royal Copeland Dr.
Tucson, AZ 85745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aaron Kendrick
238 Conant St
Manchester, NH 03102
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kyle calcagno
6600 warner ave
huntington beach, CA 92647



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
In regards to the pumping of water from the Great Basin area, I strongly disagree with the
plan.
 
I have had some of my greatest nature experiences in this area, and I know that this entire
area of Nevada is a treasure to be held for future generations.
 
The construction of the pipeline and the lowered water table will damage the Great Basin,
and this is NOT acceptable.
 
Please deny this application.
 
Thank you.
 
kevin nelson
1230 Sahara
las vegas, NV 89633



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Benjamin McCarty
363 Carpenter Hill Road
St. Albans, VT 05478



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Lemer
PO Box 639
Elmira, OR 97437



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
phillip palmejar
1007 5th ave #203
san diego, CA 92101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Boomhower
10 Richards Drive
Albany, NY 12205
 



518-452-0567



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Rothauser
P.O. Box 241
West Orange, NJ 07052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James A Martin
110 Cathedral Dr.
Buffalo, NY 14224
 



(716) 675-9856



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Takana Gottschalk
2725 Grell Lane
Oceano, CA 93445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Smith
2827 Hillegass Ave
Berkeley, CA 94705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen white
20823 Belshire Ave
Lakewood, CA 90715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ben Gorman
81 E. Duncan St.
Columbus, OH 43202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Joan Shelby
4720 52nd Ave S
Seattle, WA 98118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcy Stites
11316 W. 116th St.
Overland Park, KS 66210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marguerite clarke
4412 sawgrass blvd
new port richey, FL 34653-6528



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Moran Bluestein
1707 spruce st
philadelphia, PA 19103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel SOULAS
115 rue godard
appt 118 bat b
BORDEAUX, ot 33200



 
+33 556425111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? 
 
Las Vegas is already a grotesque city overusing water and electricity...It doens't need to
grow further it needs to stop growning and we need to stop making recources available for
them to abuse.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



L Rutenbeck
2904 Mack Rd
Arcata, CA 95521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave Karasic
2 Bonnievale Dr
Bedford, MA 01730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Craig
819 Winchester Rd
Hinesville, GA 31313



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. suzette hoyt
1990 diampnd ridgw
cedat rapids, IA 52403
 



(319) 363-2570



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ted von Eiff
761 Arrowwood Drive
Carmel, IN 46033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachael Atchison
949 Vienna Street
San Francisco, CA 94112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Murphy
334 Maddock Av
Hamilton, NJ 08610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Founds
1090 Pine Ridge Dr.
Glide, OR 97443



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mark bianco
935 oakes st
east palo alto, CA 94303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Katterson
P. O. Box 253
South Heights, PA 15081
 



724-709-3517



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rose Stockton
353 Ft. Washington Ave.
New York, NY 10033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Although I do not live in Nevada, I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great
Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern
Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually
from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to
southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting
the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura McGowan
P.O. Box 118
Lothian, MD 20711



 
410-741-0901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Campbell
PO Box 313048
24445 Los Terrinitos #2
Guatay, CA 91931





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Champion
2019 Wallace Blvd
Holiday, FL 34691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Basche
705 Clark Avenue Apt 6
Ames, IA 50010
 



6093352885



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Meyer
160 Stone Creek
Avon, CO 81620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
GREG CAVANAGH
33 OAKLAND DRIVE
JACKSON, NJ 08527



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jerry Ross
708 East D Street
Belleville, IL 62220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael P Craib
28 Brewington Avenue
Watsonville, CA 95076-4020
 



(831) 726-6820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kerry Hunt
90 Nichols Ave
Stamford, CT 06905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Korry Harvey
2824 Willis St.
Bellingham, WA 98225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Layman
5132 Smith Rd
Rohrersville, MD 21779
 



(301) 432-8295



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michael bordenave
951 n adoline
fresno, CA 93728



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Kozminski
32625 Stony Brook Lane
Solon, OH 44139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Dorfman
7848 Mansfield Hollow Road
Delray Beach, FL 33446-3317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I live in Salt Lake City and I'm opposed to the water transfer to southern Nevada because
of the prospect of more dust pollution along the Wasatch Front and because of the
damage to the ecology of the West Desert of Utah by the lowering of water tables.
Adventuring in the West Desert is one of my favorite activities. 
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Mr. Bob  Brister
1817 S Main St #10
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84115
 
801-466-4055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Sandra Britton
613 Woodgreen Way
Nipomo, CA 93444
 



805-343-1603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Young
1416 Striebel Rd  #113
Columbus, OH 43227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. K Donaldson
PO Box 3215
Grass Valley, CA 95945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caitlin Bermingham
325 Clinton Ave. 5E
Brooklyn, NY 11205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mindy Kieren
3601 Mutton Hollow Rd
Knoxville, TN 37920



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Thompson
28 Allegheny Avenue
Towson, MD 21204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Creswell
2746 Mayfield N.E.
Grand Rapids, MI 49505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Storm Rise
15620 NE 113th Ct
Redmond, WA 98052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Bortolin
6100 S PCH #13
Redondo Beach, CA 90277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
pamela green
322 lake st
kalamazoo, MI 49001
 



2692769762



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alyssa Woodfield
530n 1875w
West point, UT 84015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Pellerin
482 Turners Falls Rd.
Montague, MA 01351



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Arroyo
5035 N 10th Pl, #112
UNIT 112
Phoenix, AZ 85014





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jay Humphrey
25525 S. Laura Ln
Estacada, OR 97023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
karen petersen
46 ocean avenue
bayport, NY 11705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bruce stevenson
1719 quail ridge rd
raleigh, NC 27609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Orzel
P O Box 227
Mill Neck, NY 11765
 



516-676-2047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betty King
3850 Johnson Young Rd
Olmstead, KY 42265



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ana Fontan
Ayacucho 968 6B
Buenos Aires, ot 11111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Whitmore
4536 Beacon Way
Riverside, CA 92501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erica Mootz
42 Bangel Ave
West Seneca, NY 14224
 



7168225873



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Dare
1309 Masonic Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Kearns
26 Simmons Road
East Hartford, CT 06118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allison Peters
1441 Morrow Rd
Morrow, GA 30260



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Reid Larsen
24399 Old Peak Rd.
Philomath, OR 97370
 



(541)929-6922



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger Newton
752 Riverlawn Av
Chula Vista, CA 91910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jared Crain
7242 Shoshone Ave
Lake Balboa, CA 91406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DEBORAH MCGUINN
1304 WHITE MEMORIAL CHURCH RD
WILLOW SPRING, NC 27592-8834



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave Skogley
2302 W. Lunt
Chicago, IL 60645



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Stephen Zerefos
1770 Beechwood St. NE
Warren, OH 44483



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrizia Riccardi
555 main st
new york, NY 10044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jennifer Piercy
5311 E Lake Placid Cir
Sioux Falls, SD 57110
 



6053361360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlotte Lipson
3808 Mondale Loop
Las Cruces, NM 88005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Spears
5874 Rose Court
Pollock Pines, CA 95726



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
fed up
124 Main St.
San Francisco, CA 94105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yeda Arscott
354 Little Elk Creek
Lincoln University, PA 19352



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there. I am disappointed with the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada.
 
Pumping water to Southern Nevada is completely unnecessary when water needs could
be met through increased conservation and smart growth management and desalination
efforts.
 
If the water pumping were to occur, the toll on animal species would be staggering, and
some species of desert fish and springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other
species would occur, including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow
flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn and elk. The water table would drop
dramatically, and eight thousand acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310
springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
Please do the right thing: Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Severson
3270 N Lake Shore Dr Apt 9C
Chicago, IL 60657



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Lemieux
2865 Emerson Ave
Boulder, CO 80305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maya kurtz
336 park drive
glenwood springs, CO 81601
 



970-987-2981



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation and smart growth management?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Corporations continue to profit at the expense of the environment by developing in
uninhabital areas while our public funds are used to provide the infrastructure.  This has to
stop.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aaron Francis
124 N Willard Ave
San Jose, CA 95126-2815



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a voter, biologist and veterinarian, I am writing to you because I care deeply about the
Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern
Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually
from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to
southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting
the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
From a scientific standpoint, the message is clear.  The proposal is definitely "unsound"
from an environmental viewpoint.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. This ecosystem is a national treasure.  Please provide it the respect
and protection it so richly deserves.  I respectfully yet strongly urge you to deny the
authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts
they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable
water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Robert Adamski
Veterinarian
2827 North Calvert Street, APT 3
APT 2B
Baltimore, MD 21218
 
267-261-2534



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann McCaffray
7 Piney Run Ln.
Sperryville, VA 22740
 



(540) 987-8416



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Levin
1800 SE Camano Dr
Camano Island, WA 98282-7638



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Blair Aldworth
2364 Sunfield Way
Upland, CA 91784



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
david wesaw
242 montebello st se
kentwood, MI 49548



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Levy
10 Wheatfield Dr.
Wilmington, DE 19810
 



302-475-6786



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachelle Woods
120 Spruce St
Santa Fe, NM 87501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jerry Naccarato
5018 east k
TACOMA, WA 98404
 



2534956360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Reeser
51-E Kealaloa Avenue
Makawao, HI 96768



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yasuko Margolis
102 Jacqueline Ave
Delran, NJ 08075
 



(856) 461-3815



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Campbell
3413 Black Hills Rd. NE
Albuquerque, NM 87111
 



505 298 9265



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joanne khell
12126 sw 249th st
homestead, FL 33032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Patricia Ridgley
12016 Gates Road
Cement City, MI 49233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. harry binder
3749 w 85th place
chicago, IL 60652
 



7737354397



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Dear Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I am concerned about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you, as
state water engineer, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds
that the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being
diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would become extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur,
including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia
spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ella Melik



PO Box 866
Moxee, WA 98936



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brent Riggs
1157 E. Hyde Park Blvd.
Inglewood, CA 90302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Batza
po box 345
Hannacroix, NY 12087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacqueline Holmes
18701 Fitzpatrick Lane
Occidental, CA 54695
 



(707) 874-3003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Stone
1736 Wellesley Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. June Pauley
140 Wedgefield Village Rd. #30
Georgetown, SC 29440



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Dwyer
51265 Streamwood Drive
Granger, IN 46530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lois cohen
370 E 76 St
NY, NY 10021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Engler
7022 - 21st Avenue NE
Seattle, WA 98115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am greatly concerned of the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.    I visit Nevada often and really enjoy your state.  Please consider the true
environmental impacts before making this important decision.   The health of the important
ecosystem should come first as I"m sure you'd agree.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Dadgar



4554 Wildcat Lane
Concord, CA 94521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Baratta
668 Branch Drive
Toms River, NJ 08755



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthea LaCroix
204 E PARK ST
Lamar, CO 81052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Barlow
10402 Blossom Lake Drive
Seminole , FL 33772



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Wingate
221 Elm Street
Blackstone, MA 01504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Heyneman
716 Five Mile Line Rd.
Webster, NY 14580
 



(585) 787-4373



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angeline Zalben
302 27th Ave
Seattle, WA 98122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marci Shindel
6960 NW Concord Dr
Corvallis, OR 97330
 



775-852-7995



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Fortier
344 Fortier Drive
Williston, VT 05495



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tina  Bissett
26 NE 24th Ave.
Portland, OR 97232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Mobley
206B Laurel Place
Whiting, NJ 08759-2935



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brooke Harris
6017 Archstone Way
Alexandria, VA 22310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Bates
17708 CR 2194
Whitehouse, TX 75791



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Phillips
8 Elaines Lane
Bridgewater, MA 02324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy McGuire
8919 Birkhill Drive
Sterling Heights, MI 48314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dostana ljusic
36 cascade lake rd
warwick, NY 10990



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allen Bohnert
2209 E. 8th St.
Davis, CA 95618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zach Hanson
503 Essex Ave
Wilmington, DE 19804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Wilson
189 Richdale Avenue
B-13
cambridge, MA 02140





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kristen Allbritton
4032 N Story Rd, #113
Irving, TX 75038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Cronin
7731 Bently Avenue
Garden Grove, CA 92841-3055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Hannan
4402 e glenrosa ave
Phoenix, AZ 85018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kay Warren
POB 1124
Centralia, WA 98531



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Professor Timothy Heaton
65 Northshore Drive
North Sioux City, SD 57049
 



605-677-6122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alec Sabin
3015 Aspen Fair Trail
Spring, TX 77389



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie Faith
290A Washington Street
Cambridge, MA 02139
 



617-492-3821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. 8000 acres of wetlands
would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Cruce
po box 4673
Santa Barbara, CA 93140



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Scully
3607 Chadsworth Way
Sacramento, CA 95821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Riley Canada II
741 Dover St
Marietta, GA 30066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tomas Nakada
668 Guerrero St.
San Francisco, CA 94110
 



415 552 6971



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carlos Townsend
9189 La Barca Circle
Fountain Valley, CA 92708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy L Bon`
50 Westbrae Drive
Fairfax, CA 94930
 



(415) 454-0897



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Wallace
417 D Maher Rd
Royal Oaks, CA 95076-9054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Miller
12535 Magnolia ST
San Antonio, FL 33576



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Meryl Rogers
1872 E 4625 S
Holladay, UT 84117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Constance Clarke
1177 South Country Club Drive
Schenectady, NY 12309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mara colombo
mascagni 1
Lecco, ot 23806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Manfred Holl
22 Spruce Street
Poughkeepsie, NY 12601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Grill
7196 Temple Dr. NE
Calgar, AB T1Y 6R6



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Golding
Orchards Way
Southampton, ot SO17 1RD



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexander Tetrault
15 Citron Drive
Chicopee, MA 01020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Clark
1302 Warbler Dr.
Kerrville, TX 78028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Grandchamp
12605 E Evan Cir
12605 E Evans Cir
Aurora, CO 80014





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rae Williams
609 Forest Way
Bolingbrook, IL 60440



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
arthur fink
3338 Brookfield Dr.
Las Vegas, NV 89120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Akerley
1304 Mullins Street
Silver Spring, MD 20904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Lauenstein
4 Gavins Pond Road
Sharon, MA 02067-2853



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dan mays
3536 longview dr
saint louis, MO 63129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wil Rodriguez
2857 S. Bascom Ave.
Campbell, CA 95008
 



408 369-1952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
megan bishop
2383 n main st #125
walnut creek, CA 94596



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matt Zola
960 e 2nd st
LOng beach, CA 90802
 



7072462248



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gane brooking
11155 Citrus Dr. #31
Ventura, CA 93004
 



805-671-5026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenda  Jaime
3746 Heppner Lane
San Jose, CA 95136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Collins
1935 Nault Road
Dover, DE 19904
 



3026781644



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. m. canter
167 Blackfield Dr.
Tiburon, CA 94920



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Coffin
1096 Winchuck River Road
Brookings, OR 97415



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dawn klein
311 washington st
beaver dam , WI 53916



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nimai P
25 1ST AVE
NEW YORK, NY 10003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Cassidy
534 East 83rd Street
Apartment 2B
New York, NY 10028



 
323-734-2534



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Johnson
737 N Main St
Rockford, IL 61103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharlene H White
3540 Sky Haven Ln
Oceanside, CA 92056
 



(505) 424-3065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Faustino Riveron Jr.
16 Via Trompeta
Rancho Santa Margarita, CA 92688
 



(949) 655-9217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacqueline Holmes
18701 Fitzpatrick Lane
Occidental, CA 54695
 



(707) 874-3003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karina Campbell
905 Campfire Cir
Rocklin, CA 95765



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nicole gambino
7382a Amboy rd
staten island, NY 10307
 



646 2037040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nicole gambino
7382a Amboy rd
staten island, NY 10307
 



646 2037040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Toby Ann Reese
1117 West River Rd.
Valley City, OH 44280



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachael  Fallon
4001 woodvine dr
euless , TX 76040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawn Albanese
156 Basswood Dr.
Elk Grove VIllage, IL 60007
 



6309655605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Canning
PO Box 370 
Port Orford, OR 97465-0370



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Catherine Corwin
2325 Kansas Avenue, #17
Santa Monica, CA 90404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Schuchard
1666 Allendale Drive
Nolensville, TN 37135-8455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for your attention to my grave concerns.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arlene Spencer
2966 NW Wild Meadow Drive



Bend, OR 97701
 
541-617-0943



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Speight
6530 SW 37th Street
Miami, FL 33155



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Banks
623 Railroad Avenue
Tucson, AZ 85701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MC Hagerty
POB 131133
Carlsbad, CA 92013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chester Stark
3803 SE Grant Ct.
Portland, OR 97214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ilario Massetti
Via Re Umberto 61/3
Pancalieri, ot 10060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
RN, Executive Di Terry DeGaw
2162 Merritt Road
Forestburg, TX 776239



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laëtitia Rodriguez
A.S street
Miami, FL 33112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tina Brown
19400 Beardsley Way
Juneau, AK 99801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Sullivan
678 Sanctuary Rd
Naples, FL 34120
 



(239) 249-9973



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Doane Hall
244 Pleasant Ave. apt # 2
Portland, ME 04103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pace Schneid
105 Ledgewood Rd.
Claremont, NC 03743
 



(715)292-7137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Kuempel
8841 Somerset Ln.
Ypsilanti, MI 48198
 



8102473575



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dawn odonnell
54 bump hill rd.
greenfield, NY 12833



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly L Barth
825 Maine
Lawrence, KS 66044
 



(785) 843-8578



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David DeRemus
261 E Alegria Ave #14
Sierra Madre, CA 91024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Champney
725 Saint Johns Road
Baltimore, MD 21210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Kittrell
9541 Fostern Lane
Manassas, VA 20112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
receptionist Beverly Dixon
477 Melwood Ave.
Pittsburgh, PA 15213
 



(412) 681-5449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Dunsire
22425 SE Highland Ln Unit 204
Issaquah, WA 98029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Becker
14695 Horseshoe Dr
Saratoga, CA 95070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Dirk Rogers
3404 San Jacinto
Dallas, TX 75204
 



2148242387



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Saban
250 N. Kenmore Ave. #3
Los Angeles, CA 90004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Ford
5135 S. Kenwood Ave #501
Chicago, IL 60615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Okerholm
26 Woodleigh Road
Watertown, MA 02472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Okerholm
26 Woodleigh Road
Watertown, MA 02472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa M. Campbell
29656 Spoon Avenue
Ma, MI 48071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jordan Hall
Vine Street
Vancouver, BC V6K 3J5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marco Lopez
999 Main
Tempe, AZ 85284
 



602 598 5555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Gerard Russo
1224 Foxboro Drive
route de Domazan
Norwalk, CT 06851





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Dolecki
3819 Shenandoah Avenue
St. Louis, MO 63110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nadine chatel
12 rue j-b clément
gentilly, ot 94250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sheryl miller
1615 parkhill rd
Santa margarita, CA 93453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shawn Porter
HC 72 Box 69
Parthenon, AR 72666



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Mead
11082 W. Timberline Dr.
Sun City, AZ 85351-1534
 



623-815-8522



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Linda Brebner
254 Highland Parkway
Rochester, NY 14620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
glen thamert
po box 368
jemez springs, NM 87025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Katherine Lewis
15468 Dracena Ave.
Moorpark, CA 93021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tanya Hagerty
5012 W Hanks Crossing
Bloomington, IN 47403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JOHN WEINSTEIN
110 Mangels Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Ed Slack
2311 Selma Drive
Nashville, TN 37214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nelda Street
POB 283
Cobb, CA 95426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tina Byknish
1800 Custer Orangeville
Masury, OH 44438



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Krause
216 F Street #162
Davis, CA 95616-4515



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juliette Brush-Hoover
1820 16th Ave Apt 106
Seattle, WA 98122
 



206-335-2089



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edith Simpson
1325 Spring Avenue
Wynantskill, NY 12198
 



(518) 283-4786



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Madeline Wiechert
5741 Gresham
St. Louis, MO 63109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Terry Lesh
80 Bennett Cr Rd
Cottage Grove, OR 97424



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Welsh
2420 Yorktown #495
Houston, TX 77056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Kaiser
600 N. Henry St.
Alexandria, VA 22314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Hill
106 N. West St.
Westerville, OH 43081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Honors
24 Nicklaus DR.
Gansevoort, NY 12831



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Travis Johansen
311 Stratford Place
Bloomingdale, IL 60108-2384



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ben Starr
32 Rogers Ave. APT 3A
Brooklyn, NY 11216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa  Koehl
26 Mason Hill
Brooklyn , CT 06234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Martin
32 Glen Ave
Oakland, CA 94611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rick Dow
11227 E. Las Posas Road
Santa Rosa Valley, CA 93012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LM Ashley
2450 28th Avenue
Sacramento, CA 95822



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Spears
P.O. box 74
Franklin, KY 42135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kyle gerhart
25 west ryeland rd
Womelsdorf, PA 19567



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allan Nicholson
16th
Seattle, WA 98168



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michael sarabia
407 west longview
stockton, CA 95207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liz Galst
3 Washington Square Village, Apt. 12M
New York, NY 10012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Yerka
PO Box 214
Prospect, NY 13435
 



315-896-8837



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susan daniels-mcqueen
138 kingsbrooke blvd
glen carbon, IL 62034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcy Klapper
139 skits ln
West tisbury, MA 02575



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
June  Maselli
74 Huntington Ave
New Haven, CT 06512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L. Dixon
67 E 2nd St
NY, NY 10003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Bryan
224 Louise St.
Kelso, WA 98626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monica DuBina
5991 S County road 700 E
Plainfield, IN 46168



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew  Barton
2231 Terrace View Ct
Cool, CA 95614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dia Carroll
6155 E Mockingbird Ln #222
Dallas, TX 75214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Rubino
6816 Kitty Hawk Circle
Pensacola, FL 32506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Adams
22 Midgley Lane
Worcester, MA 01604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Wray
1002 Mayfair Rd
Champaign, IL 61821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Petty
16920 Carlson Dr.
Parker, CO 80134
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A. ZABSKI
POB 520468
FLUSHING, NY 11352



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Tyree II
5125 SW Scholls Ferry Rd #23
Portland, OR 97225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
April Parkins
4285 Gilbert Street
Oakland, CA 94611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Borges
P O Box 754
Redmond, WA 98073
 



206-491-4090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anna wright
10 apple trail
oak ridge, NJ 07438



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Apland
703 Paige Circle
Bel Air, MD 21014
 



(410) 436-5114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Schmitt
3500 Thorn Road
Sebastopol, CA 95472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claudia Giuliano
Via Re Umberto 61/3
Pancalieri, ot 10060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mic Eisenberg
5033 Bartons Enclave Ln
Raleigh , NC 27613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Foster
222 Barr Loop
Saint David, AZ 85630
 



520-720-9386



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Lockett
1025 NE 96th Street
Seattle, WA 98115
 



2066832488



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heidi Hunt
23 Wildwood Lane
Rockport, ME 04856
 



207-236-9845



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Robert Huber
702 Garfield
Valparaiso, IN 46383



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Wildrick
8915 S. Rice Ave.
Houston, TX 77096



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessie Osborne
770 Sycamore Ave. #225-425
Vista, CA 92083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dale Slack
200 S Grandview Ave
Daytona Beach, FL 32118-4353



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Hines
9056 Mary Ave NW
Seattle, WA 98117
 



206-617-0955



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ivan Wright
24 Lexington Ave
Montclair, NJ 07042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Ippolito
807 Van Nest Avenue
Bronx, NY 10462
 



(347) 968-0147



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shannon jacobs
1204 14th Avenue
Dorothy, NJ 08317
 



609 4762393



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danny Dwinell
309 NW Richmond Beach Road
Shoreline, WA 98177-3143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Flint
3008 Forest Hills Cr
Lynchburg, VA 24501-2312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rick millward
16 dearwester dr.
dayton, OH 45439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margrethe Walther
Bakkedraget 28
Egtved , ot 6040
 



46757882



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Lentine
1066 calle del cerro 1411
San Clemente, CA 92672



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maria sagarzazu
belgrano
santa fe, ot 3000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Gantt
136 n 5th st
Port Hueneme, CA 93041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Neff
1840 S Meade St
Denver, CO 80219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Corwin Zechar
500 Ramona Avenue
Albany, CA 94706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Bucher
218 26th Ave APT 302
San Francisco, CA 94121
 



415-794-8644



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Daghlian
203 West 107th Street,  Apt 8C
New York, NY 10025-3025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gordon Illg
PO Box 280668
Lakewood, CO 80228-0668
 



3032377086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
I wish departments such as yours would back off and leave this planet alone. It's all about
us, isn't it. Humans--we aren't the only species on this planet--we just act like it. It doesn't
matter what you destroy in order to fulfill the short term, skewed 'needs' of humans. Stop
it!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
 
Sincerely,



 
Laurra Maddock
29352 Las Cruces
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane McCarthy
7 Halstead St.,
Kittery, ME 03904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Creek
47 Bedford Close
Catterick Garrison, ot DL9 3HL



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ron melin
22013 Marjorie Ave
torrance, CA 90503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Moorcones
20587 Crescent Pointe Place
Ashburn, VA 20147



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sally Neary
22608 115th Pl. SE
Kent, WA 98031
 



425-351-0643



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Ramczyk
7670 North 48th Street
Brown Deer, WI 53223-4469
 



414-355-5236



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lindsay Myers
8002 Lena Lane
Concrete, WA 98237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and I am thus appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you, the
state engineer,  to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impact of this groundwater extraction, as documented in the Bureau of Land
Management's "draft environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed, and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. It is an attempt to procure water for development by the easiest path
rather than by implementing conservation and other forms of community discipline.  Please
deny the authority's water-right applications because of the severe, environmentally
unsound impact they would have. In light of other options available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Linda Howe
66 Selwyn Rd.
Belmont, MA 02478



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Loxley
West 13th
Vancouver, BC V6K 2S4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Craig Zimmerman
250 S. Cambrian Ave.
Bremerton, WA 98312
 



360-663-0282



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Rice
254 Devonshire Drive
Alpharetta, GA 30022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Putnam
125 Rounds Street
Vallejo, CA 94589



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Camp
11-3848 8th St.
Volcano, HI 96785



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aynia Torres
305 Kiva Place
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-7720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stacie charlebois
2829 BAY VILLAGE AVE
santa rosa, CA 95403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Candy Sugarman
816 Pebble Ridge Ct
Fayetteville, NC 28311



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ray Kirby
4200 Linden st.
Lincoln, NE 68516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keith Sharp
5367 Valley Creek Dr
Independence, KY 41051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Gervasi
199 Winchester Cyn
GOLETA, CA 93117-1006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eloy Hernandez
31 W. Cuthbert Blvd.
Collingswood, NJ 08108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sandra Materi
1600 W. Odell
Casper, WY 82604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Kristyn MacPhail
9236 W Euclid Ave
Littleton, CO 80123
 



3032462080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brent Riggs
1157 E. Hyde Park Blvd.
Inglewood, CA 90302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brent Riggs
1157 E. Hyde Park Blvd.
Inglewood, CA 90302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Jana Lane
11 Hillcrest Court
Oakland, CA 94619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Wankner
36526 Nichols Ave.
Fremont, CA 94536



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Forward
45 Wendell Depot Rd.
Wendell, MA 01379



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dean Petrakis
2191 Palos Court
Newbury Park, CA 91320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.  One has only to look at what California's irrigation project has
done to their local water tables and environment!
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Betty J. Van Wicklen
retired
41 Lake Shore Dr.  #2B



Watervliet, NY 12189-2915
 
999-999-9999



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr James Columbia
7712 Bruce Way
Bakersfield, CA 93306-4952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Afentoulis
1335 NE 69TH AVE.
Portland, OR 97213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Webster
1654 17000 Road
Parsons, KS 67330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tanya Gonzales
PO 37259
Albuquerque, NM 87176



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Folsom
4 E Hazeldell Ave
New Castle, DE 19720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Noto
7209 41st Ave
Kenosha, WI 53142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Schinkel
390 Brook St
Bristol, CT 06010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Howard Mielke
3233 DeSoto Street
New Orleans, LA 70119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Nelson
pob 1075
Bethel Island, CA 94511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erik Schnabel
229 Dore St.
San Francisco, CA 94103
 



415-377-0387



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Penelope Padmore
PO Box 7064
Cave Creek, AZ 85327



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maia de Raat
105 Julian Ave., #4
San Francisco, CA 94103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Morrigan Black
503 CR 476
Freeport, TX 77541
 



(979) 415-0873



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Overby
207 n Blount St
Madison, WI 53703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Josh Davidson
21W655 Huntington Rd
Glen Ellyn, IL 60137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Kita
9375 Kraft Avenue
Las Vegas, NV 89129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Antje Göttert
Katzenloch
Kempfeld, ot 55758



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debey Zito
3500 Thorn Road
Sebastopol, CA 95472
 



7



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine McLean
18511 64th PL NE
Kenmore, WA 98028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ngoc Luzardo
71 Linhaven
Irvine, CA 92602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith and Fred  Butts
1036 Sladky Ave
mountain view , CA 94040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colin Hermans
42 Wild Turkey Lane
Friday Harbor, WA 98250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maria del carmen rivera
poniente 81
COL. COVE
mexico, ot 01120





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicholas Calvino
443 Jackson Ave.
New Windsor, NY 12553



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kirsten safron S euridge
20 brook road
taunton, ot TA4 4TE



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Huttinger
1250 Clubhouse Drive
Pasadena, CA 91105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stephanie gaal
Woodman Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91401-4454



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Steinbach
Bakkedraget 28
Egtved , ot 6040
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Parent
1-362 John St S
Hamilton, ON L8N 2E4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Noto
7209 41st Ave
Kenosha, WI 53142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helena Freeman
10760 Rochester Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy W Alt
9457 N. 80th Place
Scottsdale, AZ 85258
 



(602) 769-3592



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan McKenzie
2920 NW Mulkey Ave
Corvallis, OR 97330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
virginia Robertson
13203 W.Prospect Dr
sun city west, AZ 85375



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexandra Denman
602 N. Crescent Drive
Beverly Hills, CA 90210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stanley Hix
5212A Deerhaven Dr
Raleigh, NC 27606-1565



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Wallick
6597 N. Lakeshore Dr.
Harbor Springs, MI 49740



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeremy Sussman
7910 34th Avenue
Jackson Heights, NY 11372



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Casey Blanchard
14308 Briarwood Dr
Ocean Springs, MS 39565-7281



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Ellen Sanford
1718 Tammany
Anaconda, MT 59711
 



do not call



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Turnbull
180 Millbank Drive SW
Calgary, AB T2Y 2H9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriela Valentin
172 Los Datiles Ciudad Jardin
Canovanas, PR 00729
 



787-957-7916



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Bradley Houseworth
2206 Anderson Circle
Stevensville, MI 49127
 



603-588-2826



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Bonnett
2450 N Lake Ave #306
Altadena, CA 91001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Jennifer Loda
Wildlife Conservation/Amphibians
6222 NE 23rd Ave
Portland, OR 97211





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katarzyna Kubzdela
2721 Clarkes Landing Dr.
Oakton, VA 22124
 



703-758-0032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Goodwin
1327 Plattsburg Road
Monroe Township, PA 18618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brandon Ruhe
1237 oystersdale road
Oley, PA 19547
 



610-462-8530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phyllis Woods
200 S College Row
Brevard, NC 28712
 



828 553 2398



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lea Morgan
135 Allengate Ave.
Pittsfield, MA 01201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kicab Castaneda-Mendez
112 Rhododendron Ct
Chapel Hill, NC 27517
 



(919) 967-8782



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Barbara Chichester
4 Capitol Place
South Huntington, NY 11746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emilia Zimanova
ZM
ZM, ot 95301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emilia Zimanova
ZM
ZM, ot 95301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patty Bonney
8625 SW Oleson Road
Portland, OR 97223
 



555-5555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Hayes
163 Bayard St
Brooklyn, NY 11222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shannin Resendes
2 Kinsdale Blvd
etobicoke, ON M8Y1T7



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Preston Marshall
21569 Main Street
Barstow, CA 92311-9747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alisha Hanson
17905 Mozelle ct
Los Gatos , CA 95033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Prostko
PO Box 54
Caledonia, MI 49316-0054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorelei Stierlen
2144 Ironside Drive
Plano, TX 75075



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Wright Hardman
1029 Maple St.
Edmonds, WA 98020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ronell grobler
orange street
cape town, ot 8001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brittany Greenberg
mar east street
tiburon , CA 94920



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Giles
69 Duggan Ave
Toronto, ON M4V1Y1



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenda  Cervantes
3588 Western Dr
Eugene, OR 97401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Reed
130 B Street NE
Walford, IA 52351



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharron Probyn
PO Box 1168
Hayward, WI 454843



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Julie Henderson
1411 Desoto Ave
Apt A
Tampa, FL 33606-3112



 
813 832 3999



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Lundy
203 Goodwood Gardens
Baltimore, MD 21210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barb Morrison
583 suncrest drive
aurora, IL 60506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Brown
3218 NW Market St
Seattle, WA 98107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I definitely agree with the this message.  Las Vegas is already draining the water from the
once huge lake behind Boulder Dam.  They need to practice water conservation so that
water they have handles their city without depleting all the lake water or adding the new
pipeline even if they have to rein in their adding more population and housing to their city.
There is more to Nevada than Las Vegas !
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 



Sincerely,
 
Marjorie L Kemp
2021 Cooper Way
Round Rock, TX 78681
 
(512) 255-8230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fali Engineer
7317 Cook Road
HOUSTON, TX 77072



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Having grown up visiting the Great Basin caring deeply about all the plants and animals
that live there, I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would you pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Cimino
1033 Page Street
San Francisco, CA 94117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Pattillo
14203 Les Palms Cir.
Tampa, FL 33613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Runfors
Tunnlandsgatan024b
Örebro, ot 70346



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lana  Nardiello
1933 rodney
Los Angeles, CA 90027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Okerholm
26 Woodleigh Road
Watertown, MA 02472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
suzanne cornell
2506 n camino valle verde
Tucson, AZ 85715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maryetta Carroll
116 S. School Avenue
Fayetteville, AR 72701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
R-Laurraine Tutihasi
PO Box 5323
Oracle, AZ 85623-5323
 



(520) 896-2058



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Beth Byrd
3933 Nautilus Lane
Hanover Park, IL 60133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonni Thompson
305 Ward Ave NE
Huntsville, AL 35801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Rickard
19 Dundonald Street
#304
Toronto, ON M4Y1K3





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Zanewick
175 Everbrook Way S W
Calgary, NY 12345
 



403.827.8416



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Fitzgerald
32 Condon Road
Stillwater, NY 12170



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daviann McClurg
2036 Harold Ave
Salina, KS 67401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
G. Michael Bishop
607-C Grantsdal Rd.
Hamilton, MT 59840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Dennis Raines
3319 Caratoke Hwy
Currituck, NC 27929-9663



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Dawnn
300
newmarket, ON l3y3s5
 



905 895 3587



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hillary Davis
11841 N. Miller Road
Scottsdale, AZ 85260



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
PLEASE do not allow decadent gamblers' needs to lay waste to our precious resources!
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betsy Kaemmerlen
1110 Hagood Ave



Columbia, SC 29205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Morrison
4502 Brownsville Hartland Road
West Windsor, VT 05089



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L. Diaz
2460 22nd. St,
San Francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jayne pitchford
1144 12st #205
santa monica, CA 90403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Muriel Coudurier-Curveur
1121 E. Montecito St.
Santa Barbara, CA 93103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Netusil
9 Lachmund Court
Old Tappan, NJ 07675



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ana brown
1599 E. orange grove blvd
pasadena, CA 91104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teddee Jordan
415 N Shelton Beach Rd
Eight Mile, AL 36613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pam Eastwood
1712 Sequoia Ave.
Las Cruces, NM 88005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeffrey Martin
865 NW 73rd St
Seattle, WA 98117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
v schaeffer
So Hatch Dr
Evergreen, CO 80439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rowena Huser
1938 County Road 3000 North Lot 43
Rantoul, IL 61866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andre Laporte
15 Camden Avenue
 
Victoria, BC V8Z 1P6



 
250 744-1043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pepe Luis Crespo
Calle Apotla 15
Xoxoc0otla, Mor,, ot 62670



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ilyse fein
2501 Grange Dr
Urbana, IL 61801
 



217-367-8082



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Forbes
1800 Jackson St.
Commerce, TX 75428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Wolfe
28701 6th Pl S #201
Des Moines, WA 98198
 



2069476035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emilia Zimanova
ZM
ZM, ot 95301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lead Counsel christine garcia
2404 California St #4
San Francisco, CA 94115
 



415-297-3109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jane griffiths
6203 joseph and rosenthal
st. thomas, VI 00802
 



340-775-5912



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
SANDY PORTER
17 LANSING ST
MADISON, WI 53714



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Michael Elich
1275 Kirk Lane
Ashland,, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kerri Rodriguez
15 Union Avenue
Westport, MA 02790



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kim westlake
1034 west oak street
Fort Collins, CO 80521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Newell Nussbaumer
121 Norwood Avenue - Carriage House
Buffalo, NY 14222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. MARY ROJESKI
2603 3rd st
SANTA MONICA , CA 90405-4128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Marion Tidwell
3330 W 78th Place
Merrillville, IN 46410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JILL shell
16 Astor  Court
sayreville, NJ 08872
 



732-238-5169



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glen Worrell
512 Deerfield Ave
Silver Spring, MD 20910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Boesl
137 NE 109th Ave
Portland, OR 97220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia O'Neal
231 Holcomb Blvd.
Ocean Springs, MS 39564



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gavin Boston
2378 Market St, Apt 4
San Francisco, CA 94114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tanya Huff
PO BOX 3122
Camdenton, MO 65020
 



573-480-7821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edmund Lenfestey
8619 Tilden Ave
Panorama City, CA 91402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Ramirez
35481 GSOSR
Julian, CA 92036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Trish Parisy
2013 NW 44 St
Oklahoma City, OK 73118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate Domanski
Lamington Road
Bedminster, NJ 08858



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ramona Zulch
4146 Thain Way
Palo Alto, CA 94306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Page
1712 Lynn Drive
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
patricia gregory
5715 park heights ave.
baltimore, MD 21215-4547



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Jones
1003 FM 2560
Sulphur Springs, TX 75482



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marlies Lee
6941 Lenwood way
San Jose, CA 95120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
NANCY TAYLOR
9276 NAVAJO TRAIL
FLUSHING, MI 48433



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phillip Mikulak
16466 Brick Rd.
Granger, IN 46530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james andrew
6824 amposta dr
el paso, TX 79912



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wayne Lewis
4803 76th  Street
Lubbock, TX 79424-2148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Britt Lind
9210 Market Pl. #D201
Lake Stevens, WA 98258



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Moore
4421 Bellows Drive
Ontario, OR 97914



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alfonso Merlo
3556 Westminster Ave. #1
Norfolk, VA 23502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liz Sigel
17287 McFadden  Ave
Tustin, CA 92780
 



(714) 845-6442



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
karen sobel
5495 Via Velazquez
Tucson, AZ 85750



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leanne Yerby
20871 Beachwood Lane
huntington beach, CA 92646
 



714-962-6192



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Al Roeder
662 N 85 Street
Omaha, NE 68114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Tindall
109 South First Street
Caseyville, IL 62232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Jakusz
6955 N Durango Dr Ste 1115-111
Las Vegas, NV 89149



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Luisa Cox
8982 E. Maple Drive
Scottsdale, AZ 85255



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Martin
1034 W Oak St
Fort Collins, CO 80521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Atkins
1231 Southport 1241 Southport
Gustine, CA 95322
 



209-854-6033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Metcalf
509 N. Prospect Manor Ave.
Mount Prospect, IL 60056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
NoahD.M. Sanchez
1414 east 108th ave apt#A
1414EAST 108TH AVE APT#a
Tampa, FL 33612



 
8139006157



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aisha Coursen
1132 Spaight Street
Madison, WI 53703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rena Chiu
5360 NW Hawk Place
Portland, OR 97229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Babbitt
319 South Tenth Street, #133
Philadelphia, PA 19107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Irwin
610 Evergreen Dr
Pasadena, CA 91105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sandy young
2033 SE Tenino
PORTLAND, OR 97202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brad Gentry
919 W. Grand Ave.
Carterville, IL 62918



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennfier Bell
114 Thompson Ave.
Roselle, NJ 07203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
george berreman
3700 dean dr, #507
ventura, CA 93003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jon Sturtevant
18127 Apple Colony Rd
Tuolumne, CA 95379



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Soares
476 N 4th Street
San Jose, CA 95112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
amal el bekri
282 SIDI ABBAD 1
MARRAKECH, KY 400000
 



----------------



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elva Pero
32641 Caribbean Drive
Dana Point, CA 92629



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chip Henneman
3117 Orson F Dr
Layton, UT 84040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elisabeth Bechmann
Neugebäudeplatz
St. Pölten, ot 03100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ravi shah
924 westwood blvd
los angeles, CA 90024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james talbot
305 w milton
austin, TX 78704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Brigger
22060 Valley View Dr
Nuevo, CA 92567



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Hayes
623 NW 185th St.
Shoreline, WA 98177



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Harris
3314 Belmont Blvd
Nashville, TN 37215
 



615 463-5555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rudolph Ripp
33 Sherman Avenue
Staten Island, NY 10301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am a former resident of Las Vegas and a continuing appreciator of all the nature that
Nevada has to offer.  I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and
all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Satomi Arnold
282 Magnolia Ave, #9



Jersey City, NJ 07306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ashley Brown
1044 Flushing Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Strowd
4845 Manns Chapel Road
Chapel Hill, NC 27516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kay Cooper
314 Ellmer Street
Trenton, NJ 08611-1513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mike fitzpatrick
13928 village ave
healdsburg, CA 95448
 



707-431-9206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kay Cooper
314 Ellmer Street
Trenton, NJ 08611-1513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kay Cooper
314 Ellmer Street
Trenton, NJ 08611-1513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Salme Armijo
2 Allegro St
Blue Diamond, NV 89004-0237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brent Foret
104 Beall St. Apt. 1
Pineville, LA 71360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Leigh A Begalske
410 Bicentennial Ct Apt 8
Kaukauna, WI 54130
 



(920) 759-1323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bill wasley
464 kaplan avenue
hackensack, NJ 07601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tatjana Plieschke
Buechner str.
Beckum, ot 59269



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. As a condo
owner in Las Vegas I do not support this plan,
 
Pumping this  water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth is not a solution.
There are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination.
 
 I urge you  to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if it is found that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, to me it means the
type of destruction this water transfer is predicted to cause:
- Water tables would drop by 200 feet
- 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland habitats would be driedand converted
to dryland grasses and annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara
mustard
- 8,000 wetland acres would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of
perennial streams
- decimation of local wildlife in these areas would be terrible
 
These water diversion applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in
eastern Nevada and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications
based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other
options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be
off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris OMeara Dietrich
556 Yacht Harbor Drive
Las Vegas, NV 89145



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Barbara Marquardt
7508 334th Avenue
Burlington, WI 53105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
I assume your office and responsibility is political which means to me you don't give a dam
about  the environmental destruction this would cause.  Maybe you could get another job
with the Super Committee.
How can the Southern Nevada Water Authority hold a gun to heads of  the Great Basin in
Eastern Nevada and Western Utah and say we are going to take away your water.  We
need it here in Las Vegas because we are dying of our own stupidity and greed. Be



careful.  There are lots of guns out there who will fight back.
 
Sincerely,
 
Albert Johnson
4536 Alcorn Drive
La Canada, CA 91011
 
(818) 952-5402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sammy Low
709 W Wiser Lake Rd
Ferndale, WA 98248
 



(360) 380-1941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen Carroll
291 Madison Ave
Cedarhurst, NY 11516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeff robbins
1335 hill dr
ca, CA 90041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen J Tlusty
1285 S. Lawler
Lombard, IL 60148
 



(630) 627-0943



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Sloss
6410 Stagecoach Avenue
Firestone, CO 80504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. David Nelson
Retired biology professor
109 E 3rd Ave
Ritzville, WA 99169



 
509 659-4248



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Joanne Tioran
4001 Green Lake Rd.
W. Bloomfield, MI 48324-2847



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Cruz
14 Bedford Dr.
Ewing, NJ 08542
 



609-647-9074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danielle Arfin
3240 Delray bay dr
Delray beach, FL 33483



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Dylan Cook
20 E St
South Portland, ME 04106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keitha Farney
103 Maryland Rd
Plattsburgh, NY 12903
 



518 563-3488



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arlana Gottlieb
1734 Academy Lane
Havertown, PA 19083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clark Shimeall
3272 Country Club Rd.
Borrego Springs, CA 92004-1022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shawn blaesing-thompson
5213 cervantes dr
ames, IA 50014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Klausing
624 Cross Lanes Dr Apt 11
Nitro, WV 25143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Miller
7304 Zier Road
Yakima, WA 98908



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Larissa Bowman
677 Brevard Road
Asheville, NC 28806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rena Lewis
1202 lLoma Dr
Ojai, CA 93023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Veronica Bolivar
6603A Temora Loop
Killeen, TX 76549



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Fliyd
Po box 1019
Volcano, HI 96785
 



8089677308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. There is no
responsible reason to pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and spring
snails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the
imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah. I request that you deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Corey E. Olsen
W334S724 Cushing Park Rd.
Delafield, WI 53018
 



262-646-8647



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Sears
320 Canyon Ridge Drive
Richardson, TX 75080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carl Hoefer
101 Hill Place
Manchester, MO 63011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Zukowski
PO Box 252
St. Charles, IL 60174



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Barns
196 Tortoise Trail
Batesburg, SC 29006
 



864-445-4641



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nan Singh-Bowman
10361 California Drive
Ben Lomond, CA 95005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
scott ciu
4386 detroit ave
oakland, CA 94619
 



5105311131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mel Hickman
5089 Ella Lane
Santa Barbara, CA 93111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Wheelock
22 Hibriten
Asheville, NC 28801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel  Hildebrandt
3044a Halcyon Ct
Berkeley, CA 94705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie Mandell-Rice
2540 Outlook Trail
Broomfield, CO 80020
 



(303) 666-5131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Audrey Homer
2803 county road 101
Floresville, TX 78114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keegan Ramey
1240 Plummer Road
Martinsville, IN 46151



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Sir, frankly I was appalled to learn of the Southern Nevada Water Authority request to
pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. This is an unsustainable and reckless plan.  Why would we pump water to
southern Nevada in order to support equally unsustainable growth there when several
valid means of meeting their water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and the potential of future desalination source options already exist?  None
of which even begins to address the effects that draining this irreplaceable resource would
have upon the larger Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there.
 
As you know, Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently
requires the state engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if
he finds that the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin
being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
It is my understanding that water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of
prime Great Basin shrubland habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland
grasses and annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard.
Eight thousand acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125
miles of perennial streams.  All of which sounds to be a reasonable and an accurate
assessment of the situation.
 
This application threatens the basic structure of Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to
the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Butler
1110 McCrae Dr.
Moncks Corner, SC 29461



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Corcoran
514  N. Disston Ave.
Tarpon Springs, FL 34689-4022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Wilber
448 Bruce rd
Lockport, IL 60441
 



815-727-5261



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Flinn
5526 SE 70th Ave
Portland, OR 97206-5356



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cornelia Hanning
113 Main Street
Main Street
Pathhead, ot EH37 5PT



 
01875320752



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Henry Savioli
29 Spring St
Agawam, MA 01001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Estelle Gibson
4551 crown mill ct
Martinez, GA 30907
 



706-860-7314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Sweetin
PO Box 1544
Ocean Shores, WA 98569



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Alexander
1419 W. Greenleaf Ave.
Chicago, IL 60626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Hayden
1490 Sweetbriar Lane
Hickory, NC 28602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Nicolau
275 Clinton Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11205-3510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Ross
2027 N Skidmore Ct
Portland, OR 97217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Molly Schminke
851 Post St. #9
San Francisco, CA 94109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juan Antelo
181 Moylan ct
Newington, CT 06111
 



401-261-3050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Henry Savioli
29 Spring St
Agawam, MA 01001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Schneider
Schleissheimerstr
Munich, ot 80333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Toni Penton
10823 206th St SE
Snohomish, WA 98296
 



(425) 489-9776



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tiffany fotos
1342 w. emerald ave #266
mesa, AZ 85202
 



480-824-8072



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for your time, and I appreciate your concern for the environment. It is up to
state officials like you to make a difference, and I thank you for listening to this request.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shivani Bhatt



 
Shivani Bhatt
13201 Bradley Woods Ct.
Herndon, VA 20171



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles McKibben
828 Red Lion Road, E-12
Philadelphia, PA 19115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
 
If the very entity that WANTS  the water admits that they can increase water supply with
conservation efforts greater than the diversion would – then this  sounds like a no-brainer
to me.  That this is even up for discussion seems ridiculous and a waste of time.  Our
precious ecosystems are of utmost importance - once they are gone they are gone
forever.  It is the responsibly of desert communities to use their water resources wisely.
Las Vegas has been notorious for extravagant waste of water.  It is their problem and they
need to fix it - they have the means.  Do not destroy an ecosystem that belongs to all
Americans, not to mention the indigenous species that dwell there, for the greed,
ignorance and ill-planning of an irresponsible few.  We, the public, are sick of
it!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
 
 
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,



pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathy Kron
220 Cardenas Ne
Alb., NM 87108
 
(505) 917-9924



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sylvia Dwyer
179 LaFrance Rd
Weare, NH 03281



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caitlin Al-Ansari
1944 Calvert st.
Detroit, MI 48206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katharyn Reiser
2440 Virginia Ave. NW
Apt. D-1306
Washigto, DC 20037





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ernest Stromberg
1536 Devers
marina, CA 93933



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Audrey Hackett
1613 Allen St
Charlotte, NC 28205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet and Mark A Thew
5572 St Francis Cir
Loomis, CA 95650
 



(916) 630-1882



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karynn Merkel
833 Everding Street
Eureka, CA 95503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Ladislav  Hanka
1005 Oakland Dr
Kalamazoo, MI 49008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Tyler
2564 Franki
Orange, CA 92865
 



(714) 283-4404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gavin Paul
7950 E Starlight Way, Unit 228
#2040
Scottsdale, AZ 85250





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Levy
10 Wheatfield Dr.
Wilmington, DE 19810
 



302-475-6786



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Andrea Tuccio
301 N. Somerset Ave
Ventnor City, NJ 08406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marian rowland
178 Hoffman Rd.
Barto, PA 19504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Henry Savioli
29 Spring St
Agawam, MA 01001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Ashmore
3914 Watermelon Rd. Apt 9-A
Northport, AL 35473



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Wayne
xxx
xxx, CA 92407



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Myers
245 Terry Rd
Augusta, MO 63332



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marisa Ferreira
Alfornelos
Amadora, ot 2650-228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven  Maginnis
113 Hillside Avenue
West Caldwell, NJ 07006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Brown
PO Box 60
West Fulton, NY 12194



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
karen petersen
46 ocean avenue
bayport, NY 11705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Stetler
203 Dorn Ave, Apt. C
Everett, WA 98208-2646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristin Elko
1137 NE Boat St
Seattle, WA 98105
 



206-543-9211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Martin
PO Box 234
West Hamlin, WV 25571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James wee
1820 Pine St.
New Orleans, LA 70118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dave morrison
516 santa fe trl #321
irving, TX 75063



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Meyer
106 N. Oakdale Ave.
Salina, KS 67401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randall Esperas
22330 Homestead Rd., #211
Cupertino, CA 95014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edgar Garcialuna
3296 Delma Ct
Duluth, GA 30096
 



7706231055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chuck Graver
32 Cotherstone Dr.
Southampton, NJ 08088-1002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Holly Luban
16150 El Camino Real
Atascadero, CA 93422



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Kloepfer
Twelfth
Montara, CA 94037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne-marie Harwood
77 High Road
Wormley, ot EN10 6JL



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Renninger
1005 Sheldon Drive
Newark, DE 19711-4322



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Henry Savioli
29 Spring St
Agawam, MA 01001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aileen Carroll
9 Sammis Avenue
Babylon, NY 11702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
william and virginia starling
3302 storey blvd
eugene, PA 97405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I made my first trip to the Big Basin a year ago and until then had no experience in that
part of our country.  I could not believe the amazing beauty of its natural habitat; both the
flora and fauna and plan to go back as often as possible.  I became aware of the fact that
water is a matter of life and death there unlike any shortages I might see where I live. 
 
I stayed in a very small community for several weeks and had many conversations with
locals.  We discussed water issues and the impact loss of water from the aquifers in that
area would have. 
 
A number of years ago I spent a little time in southern Nevada and was sickened to see
the way precious water was used to grow a city in the middle of the desert. 
 
I  am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from those aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would they pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada



and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Pearson
1210 Chaney Rd.
Raleigh, NC 27606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joshua Denner
2959 W Wilson
Chicago, IL 60625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Fine
505 Parma Way
Gardner, KS 66030
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Harris
4212 Mary's Way
Lansing, MI 48917



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenny Kilpatrick
37824 Green Mountain ST
Sandy, OR 97055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Tennyson Wellman
186 Washington Avenue
Providence, RI 02905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Rexroth
PO Box 204
DuPont, WA 98327



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liana Moran
8331 W MARLETTE AVE
Glendale, AZ 85305-2547



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie  Mann Valentine
909 Apricot Ave #E
Campbell, CA 95008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Fisher
1243 W. Kilgore
Portage, MI 49024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Janet Flinkstrom
76 Wares Rd
Ashby, MA 01431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phillipa Kafka
376 Claremont Street
Boulder City, NV 89005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Carver
8130 ne 190th ave
williston, FL 32696



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cecil Davis
1812 Sherwood Circle
Santa Rosa, CA 95405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christi Kinder
7953 Eland Rd
Joplin, MO 64804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Prasser
4485 Richard lawrence Drive
Marbury, MD 20658



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ricky ramirez
5523 harold way apt 5
los angeles, CA 90028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alanna duckett
5500 holmes run parkway
alexandria, VA 22304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
TODD WILSON
2103 Case Dr
Bloomington, IL 61701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brigitte Hiller
R. dos Cabecinhos 23
Pereia, ot 3140-



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
F Corr
128 E Chestnut Hill
Montague, MA 01351



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen  Deli
40 Cemetery rd
harwinton, CT 06791



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Vitanovitz
820 Crabapple Drive Henderson, NV
Henderson, NV 89002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Spelts
2168 Geary St SE, Unit 12
Albany, OR 97322



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Reed DuBow
7 Highland Ave.
Bloomingdale, NJ 07403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kay O'Laughlin
23 Trenel Cove Rd.
Gloucester, MA 01930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caqrol Watts
6247 26th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Plitt
1410 Sea Cliff Dr NW
Gig Harbor, WA 98332



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Lieberman
7628 County Highway 16
Delhi, NY 13753



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
donna eyssi
brook st
andover, MA 01810



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan York
1749 Brooks Avenue
Raleigh, NC 27607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey White
42852 SW Dudney Avenue
Forest Grove, OR 97116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Nancy  Kassim Farran
262 Franklin St.
Bklyn, NY 11222
 



718-625-3140



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sam Guffey
8311 S Adrian Hwy
Jasper, MI 49248



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irene Bucko
13 Henry Ave
Collegeville, PA 19426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stefan koch
3811 canterbury
baltimore, MD 21218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Janov
901 S. Braddock Ave
Pittsburgh, PA 15221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Oprava
93 High St
Brattleboro, VT 05301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debi Zickefoose
872 S. Milwaukee Ave. #255
Libertyville, IL 60048-3227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CHRISTINE OLIVER
6602 Snow Rd
Parma, OH 44129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex Vollmer
185 San Marino Drive
San Rafael, CA 94901
 



(415) 454-9970



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Julie Woods
7950 4th St.
Dexter, MI 48130
 



734-660-3813



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary biggins
170 van winkle street
east rutherford, NJ 07073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Edwards
1373 Prairie Ct.
West Chicago, IL 60185



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michelle rego
749 Kaiser Drive
mississauga, ON L5W1E5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caroline Udall
14 Eugene Street #1
Hood River, OR 97031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Saley
190 Ford ave. apt. 7
Wyandotte, MI 48192



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louis Kilbrt
5601 Coomer Rd
West Bloomfield, MI 48324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Cypher
632 Dorchester #200
Rochester Hills, MI 48307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would you pump  water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Anderson
4378 Wilson Ave
Rolling Meadows, IL 60008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Carrier
135 white oak drive
Pittsburgh, PA 15237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Driscoll
328 Glendola Ave
Beach Haven, NJ 08008
 



609-492-5104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Ward
2401 - 41 Street North
St. Petersburg, FL 33713-3344



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron McGill
35 Maywood
Irvine, CA 92602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
danielle brand
1938 los gatos almaden rd
san jose, CA 95124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen Hurley
15508 Saticoy St
Van Nuys, CA 91406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jane  du Brin
109 Ridge Circle
Fort Pierce, FL 34982-7872



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mallika Henry
18 Broad St.
Cambridge, NY 12816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda  Poverchuk
201 Union St
East Bridgewater, MA 02333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
F. Taylor
POB 686
Waldport, OR 97394



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Ostfeld
23 Boyd Hill Lane
Tivoli, NY 12583-5742



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Sutton
3730 58th Street
Sacramento, CA 95820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allegra Kitchens
1027 S. 12th St.
Palatka, FL 32177-6001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Bellacosa
4249 9th Ave. NE, #1
Seattle, WA 98105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Gagliardo
32360 Pudding Creek Rd.
Fort Bragg, CA 95437-8161



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Renee Fogle
28 Camera Dr
Pittsburgh, PA 15235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angelica Mereu
via M. Borsa 20
Milano, ot 20151



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Spindler
4301 Horner Street
UNION CITY, CA 94587-2523
 



(510) 415-2320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brett Hager
15849 N. 37th St.
Phoenix, AZ 85032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Trish Tuley
PO Box 1191
Idyllwild, CA 92549



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Guy Castonguay
13 Fairview Blvd.
Toronto, ON M4K 1L8



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric West
1401 S. Palmetto Ave., #112
Daytona Beach, FL 32114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Custer-Norris
6771 Devinney St
Arvada, CO 80004
 



303-618-5930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Federico Lambea Osuna
Beatriu de Pinós
Palma de Mallorca-Balearic Islan, NJ 07005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eugene Russell Key
130 Anjeu Reuss Court
Dundalk, MD 21222-6236



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phyllis Hawkins
2611 Kings Hwy
Louisville, KY 40205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Woolf
3601 Old Highway
Catheys Valley, CA 95306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anissa Gage
501 W 3rd St
Oil City, PA 16301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
WE ARE TO BE STEWARDS OF GOD'S EARTH AND ALL ITS INHABITANTS, NOT TO
BE CONTRIBUTING TO THEIR DEMISE.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn Sawyer



2929-Edison Ave., #82
Sacramento, CA 95821-2454



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Gary Lapid
248 Walker Dr. # 7
Mountain View, CA 94043
 



(650) 938-3539



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Sweetbryar Ludwig
31 Overlook Drive
Woodstock, NY 12498



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
haley schwartz
271 s.44 street
philadelphia, PA 19104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Baucco
2500 S Ford Ave
Bloomington, IN 47403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ML Moore
419 Liberty St.
Ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tara Belland
19702 Dutch Settlement
Cassopolis, MI 49031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Goodlin
34 Challenger Court
Walkersville, MD 21793



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keegan Ramey
1240 Plummer Road
Martinsville, IN 46151



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tuan Nguyen
7519 Dragonfly Loop
Gibsonton, FL 33534



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Taylor
4235 Habersham Way
Cumming, GA 30041
 



770-205-7041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carole Miller
8500 NE Hazel Dell Avenue N-10
Vancouver, WA 98665



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Koslow
655 Broadway Street
Venice, CA 90291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Veronica Feinstein
71 Strawberry Hill Ave, Apt 908
Stamford, CT 06902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matt Matysik
2828 42nd St
Astoria, NY 11103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care, as you should care, about the Great Basin and all the
plants and animals that live there.  I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia McNamara
P.O> Box 25991
Albuquerque, NM 87125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Smith
525 N Francisca Ave, Apt 8
Redondo Beach, CA 90277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Jones
62 La Paloma Dr
Los Alamos, NM 87544



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Messplay
886 Red Oak Trail
Mansfield, OH 44904-1882



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Berdar
2640 Erlands Point RD NW
Bremerton, WA 98312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Stockton
8 Arlington Pk
Buffalo, NY 14201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
daniele boucher
mclaughlin
richmond, CA 94805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Bakker
243 Jackson Road
Wilkes-Barre, PA 18708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Sparroe
44001 Canal Lane
Leaburg, OR 97489
 



5418963950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tony Jabberwocky
4545 Willits Ln
Basalt, CO 81621-9333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Armstrong
808 Jubal Way
Frederick, MD 21701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Marchese
3155 Laurel Avenue
Henderson, NV 89014
 



702-435-5678



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lizabeth McBane
2218 Firetower Rd
Snow Camp, NC 27349



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shari Gibbons
1415 Argonne Drive
North Chicago, IL 60064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
pam anderson
15 river
green bay, WI 54313



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Amanda Xhilone
1223 Summit Way
Mechanicsburg, PA 17050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Bradley Houseworth
2206 Anderson Circle
Stevensville, MI 49127
 



603-588-2826



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ren E Navez
PO Box 2487
Venice, CA 90294
 



(310) 737-7803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah James
2801 regent street
Berkeley, CA 94705
 



510-610-0524



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Earle
8619 NW 68th
Miami, FL 33166-2667



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald (Doug) Taylor
27 Bloomfield Drive
Fairfield, CT 06825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. william kaufman
22622 53rd ave se
bothell, WA 98021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Social Studies H Evan Greenspan
Social Studies High School Teacher
19 Craigie St
Somerville, MA 02143



 
(857) 991-1180



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Graham and Sandy Baker
3738 C.R. 401B
CLEBURNE, TX 76031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maggie Gerring
1226 E 30th St
Tucson, AZ 85713-3712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Graham and Sandy Baker
3738 C.R. 401B
CLEBURNE, TX 76031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cary Ballou
7167 E. Rancho Vista Dr. #4006
Scottsdale, AZ 85251



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy May
2121 SW 52 Terrace
Plantation, FL 33317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Ken Windrum
511 S. Serrano Ave., #405
Los Angeles, CA 90020-3916



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ed Pinson
442 W. Palm Av.
Monrovia, CA 91016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Oatney
PO Box 231
Sugar grove, OH 43155-0231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Kenagy
3253 NW Valley View Drive
Albany, OR 97321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Gilliland
2189 Maykirk Road
San Jose, CA 95124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claudia Strickland
7501 117th AVE NE
Kirkland, WA 98033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. john cielukowski
9 harbor circle
cocoa beach, FL 32931-2414
 



321-799-2673



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Anderson
300 20th Ave.
Sidney, NE 69162



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Mark Martino
1231 Oxford Apt. 6
Houston, TX 77008-7065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I live in Utah and I care deeply about the Great Basin and all
the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Minson
852 Fremont Ave
Salt Lake City, UT 84104





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Kardiak
244 E. 13th Street #4
New York, NY 10003-5611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Penny Platt
12954 Sunset lane
Anacortes, WA 98221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Weissbecker
2460 N May St.
Southern Pines, NC 28387-3539



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Iosif
1134 Finnegan Way #202
Bellingham, WA 98225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hannah Blakeman
PO Box 3672
Myrtle Beach, SC 29578



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
louis ruyter, de
boezemstraat 37a
rotterdam, ot nl 3034 EG



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Dawson
8640 Gulana avenue  J1014
Playa Del Rey, CA 90293



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
juan ramirez
236 Lynette Way
San Jose, CA 95116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chezna Warner
127 N. 1st St.
Lindsborg, KS 67456
 



8169227648



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Veronica Manthei
363 silverado pines ave
las vegas nevada, NV 89123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kay Lindahl
5920 E. Naples Plaza
Long Beach, CA 90803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Black
2031 Kerr Gulch Road
Evergreen, CO 80439
 



7207461802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Aubrey Guilbault
1420 Perry Road
Grand Blanc, MI 48439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theodore Yanow
501 West 122 Street (#1)
New York, NY 10027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table. 
 
Sincerely,
 
Harry Blumenthal
2773 Avery Lane
Eureka, CA 95501
 



(707) 443-3795



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jeanne Faust
2951 Kingsmark Ct
Abingdon, MD 21009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Lemaire
47 Ludlow St
New York, NY 10002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Colson
922 Woodlark Drive
Indianapolis, IN 46229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin King
PO Box 556
Manchester, WA 98353



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elisabeth Karcher
ch martin
marseille, ot 13013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Shoaf
1054 QUEEN ANN STREET
BURLINGTON, NC 27217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Benjamin Pink
1011 Windham St.
Santa Cruz, CA 95062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Weinberger
391 28th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Fairhurst
911 S. Duke St.
Durham, NC 27707
 



9196825837



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Schmid
2698 Marine Way
Mountain View, CA 94043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jo Arnone
8218 Garland Ave
Takoma park, MD 20912



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel Wheeler
178 Keystone Farm Dr
Ballwin, MO 63021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alina dollat
5 rue du marais
gouvieux, ot 60270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary barber
8411 gills pier rd.
northport, MI 49670
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nathan walworth
100 segre place
santa cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jamie Rosenblood
12235 gorham ave
los angeles, CA 90049
 



3108266688



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Lamb
7184 Sunbury Rd
Westerville, OH 43082



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dominique Ryba
1593 Jonathon St.
Vista, CA 92083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miles Patterson
2 Thorncliff Lane
Kirkwood, MO 63122
 



3145165577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalie Corkran
5617 Penwell Dr.
Fort Worth, TX 76135
 



817-238-1414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Treacy
13 Wallace Ct.
Petaluma, CA 94952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jill Davine
4047 La Salle Ave.
Culver City, CA 90232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Pickens
733 N 26th Street, Apt 1R
Philadelphia, PA 19130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. briggid larson
11682 sunset blvd
royal palm beach, FL 33411



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natacha Acevedo
25 Lockman Cir
Elgin, IL 60123
 



(224) 535-8485



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Goggin
402 Mandalay Drive
Hattiesburg, MS 39402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glen Domulevicz
6160 S Calle De La Menta
Hereford, AZ 85615
 



5203783195



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arifa Goodman
PO Box 303
San Cristobal, NM 87564
 



(505) 685-4745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nathan Pate
1401 W Cr 840 S
Paoli, IN 47454



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Audrey Hannifin
720 Vine Street
Denver, CO 80206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Lilly
801 W Covina Bl #40
San Dimas, CA 91773



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Potucek
24 W. Potomac Ave.
Lombard, IL 60148-1639
 



6306918806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenda  Parker
1316 W. Shawnee Dr.
Chandler, AZ 85224
 



480-786-5332



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brandon Brown
408 Carlyle Eat
Belleville, IL 62221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Brandes
578 Washington Blvd., #862
Marina del Rey, CA 90292



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Kabcenell
4 Bailiwick Woods Circle
Greenwich, CT 06831
 



2037610446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phil Whitford
1326 NW Victoria Ave
Gresham, OR 97030
 



971-678-8763



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
william wurtz
513 grand street
new york, NY 10002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Charney
42 Ash Rd.
Bardonia, NY 10954-2120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
guy hollyday
719 Field St.
Baltimore, MD 21211-2731



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natacha PENET
38 rue Pasteur
UNIEUX, ot 42240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kris Bowman
1813 Hanson
FT. Myers, FL 33901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
george bissell
5 Sunset Dr
Dalton, MA 01226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaraeat Erickson
1133 Cornelia
Chicago, IL 60657



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Mary Rowell
2329 Roanoke Ct.
Lake Mary, FL 32746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Reynold Tharp
1513 Lincolnshire Dr
Champaign, IL 61821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Lloyd Shadley
1744 Jester St.
Cincinnati, OH 45223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Reinys
1219 Francisco St.
Berkeley, CA 94702-1334



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margot Backus
2001 Colquitt Street
Houston, TX 77098



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
June M. M Seefeldt
684 W Poppy Place
Highlands Ranch, CO 80129
 



(303) 470-2807



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Wechsler
1820 NE Vine Ave
Corvallis, OR 97330-9207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gallagher Green
229 wagon wheel
Burns, KS 66840
 



620-726-5811



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Annette Pieniazek
1301 Richmond Ave T6
Houston, TX 77006
 



7135269776



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Dexter
286 Shoreline Highway
Mill Valley, CA 94941-3624
 



415-389-1962



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Koenig
3968 Braeburn Drive
Eugene, OR 97405-4973



 
541-343-0707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Harrell
1784 Freeman Road
Spencer, IN 47460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary E Hunt
PO box 1481
Oneonta, NY 13820
 



607-287-0442



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Artin
240 King's Highway
Sparkill, NY 10976
 



845 365 3902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dana Linder
5770 Winfield Blvd
San Jose, CA 95123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gay Marie Goden
18951 Abby Ave
Euclid, OH 44119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maia  Howes
864 South 37th Street
Springfield, OR 97478-6533



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Blanchette
704 Abbey Lane
Valley Cottage, NY 10989



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine P McGowan
245 View St.
Mountain View, CA 94041
 



(650) 968-1352



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Kuczynski
150 Sabine Street
Houston, TX 77007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
milva deluca
35 caldwell avenue
Stamford, CT 06902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Bettina Bickel
9218 N. 51st Dr.
Glendale, AZ 85302
 



(623) 939-1667



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gloria Russo
1713 Locust St
Pasadena, CA 91106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Di Stefano
5472 Maemurray Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Elizabeth Sterner
1760 Country Rd
York, PA 17408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Debra Myers
2112 Michigan Rd.
Wayland, NY 14572



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lindsey Myers
P.O. Box 531
Twain Harte, CA 95383
 



(209) 629-3732



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Aisenberg
55 Parade Place #A8
Brooklyn, NY 11226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
brenda lee
16 quarry dr
wappingers falls, NY 12590-3016
 



845-297-2503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann McMullen
9339 Silvercrest Dr
Sandy, UT 84093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Vollmar
490 Old Dunstable Rd.
Groton, MA 01450



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Eric Bare
1010 Powderhouse Rd.
Vestal, NY 13850
 



(607) 722-9348



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Kokol
413 Hawthorne Rd
Wallingford, PA 19086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Evatt
20123 Shake Ridge Rd
Volcano, CA 95689



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Judy Michaels
P.O. Box 704
Bloomfield, NJ 07003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve fuchs
10 leslie terr
Belleville, NJ 07109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave  gaddy-cox
6344 Georgia Avenue
KANSAS CITY, KS 66104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jay Moller
Box 1669
Redway, CA 95560
 



(707) 923-9199



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tina Littleman
2515 W. South St.
Flagstaff, AZ 86001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Slattery
1349 E. Downington Ave.
Salt Lake City, UT 84105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
B Curtis
647-A Nutley Drive
Monroe Twp., NJ 08831



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natacha Acevedo
25 Lockman Cir
Elgin, IL 60123
 



(224) 535-8485



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Judith M. Meek
10300 Linus Lane
Oak Lawn, IL 60453-4708
 



708-424-4742



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Helme
PO Box 3638
Torrance, CA 90510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martina Patterson
In der Otterkaul 8 
Zuelpich, ot 53909



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Andersen
PO Box 726
Felton, CA 95018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Schultz
4151 W Orleans St
McHenry, IL 60050
 



18153449727



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alison RAby
california
Mill Valley, CA 94941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
peter mayes
418 anthwyn road
narberth, PA 19072
 



6106608299



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Regina Marone
85 viscount drive, unit 6 e
milford, CT 06460
 



(203) 785-4358



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Brooks
121 Johnson Rd
Michigan City, IN 46360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Ed Baker
1356 Kenilworth #3
Lakewood, OH 44107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A Delaney
11 woody lane
fairfield, CT 06825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annette Blanchard
8105 Baseline Road
Little Rock, AR 72209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Verrochi
11A High St
Jewett City, CT 06351



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bridget Gallagher
472 Hartford Drive
Nutley, NJ 07110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wayne R. GOFORTH
2820 Allspice Rd.
Port Republic, MD 20676
 



7039809450



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carole Pollack
9285 Vercelli St
Lake Worth, FL 33467
 



(561) 649-2999



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am alarmed at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? Let me
repeat, pumping water from the Great Basin is not a viable option.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem that the water authority's request fails this test, given the catastrophic
and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Carlson
5200 s ellis ave
chicago, IL 60615





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard & Eileen Heaning
12 Seneca dr
No Massapequa, NY 11758-1026
 



516-796-6190



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Markham
3249 Bonway Drive
Decatur, GA 30032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Burkhart
1709 Ruthdale Dr
Fort Worth, TX 76134-5631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Darrin Drumm
72 DeGrow Cres
PO Box 3092, Jasper Alberta
Binbrook, ON L0R1C0



 
(613) 864-8548



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia  Gray
25 E First St.
Hinsdale, IL 60521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
w. James  Mastin Jr
49 angleside road
waltham , MA 02453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryle Steele
11737 Colima Rd
Whittier, CA 90604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brock Roberts
2268 NW Pettygrove Street
Portland, OR 97210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Singer, MD, FACS
601 21st. Street
Glenwood Springs, CO 81601
 



970.963.5920



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Fleming
12280 E. Antelope Rd
Eagle Point, OR 97524
 



541-826-6382



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john johnston
1022 petra dr
napa, CA 94558



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Essman
P. O. Box 1381
Healdsburg, CA 95448



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julianne Hammond
9802 Magellan Dr
Key Largo, FL 33037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Sheehy
4727 Alpine Dr.
Klamath Falls, OR 97603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
william sweetling
12 marilyn dr.
dartmouth, NS b2y 3x9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rick Hart
composer
3614 Bois D'Arc Rd
McKinney, TX 75071-3238





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harvey Sachs
9559 W Coal Mine Ave. #A
Littleton, CO 80123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Gladstone
2819 29th Street NW
Washington , DC 20008
 



2023287411



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Michael Norden
22290 Co. Rd. S
Defiance, OH 43512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Snisky
21 Garfield Place
Brooklyn, NY 11215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Korman
435 West 46th Street #5RE
New York, NY 10036-9085
 



(212) 265-2006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
flynn coleman
12021 wilshire
la, CA 90025
 



3104883222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Vinett
5320 Village Way
Nashville, TN 37211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheryl Schindler
139 S 600 East
Salt Lake City, UT 84102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Devore
2295 South Ogden Street
Denver, CO 80210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Seidman
577 Broadway
New York, NY 10012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chad Wimberly
2100 Glen Manor Rd
Corinth, TX 76208
 



214-533-2655



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Faith Supple
27 Liberty Street
Beacon, NY 12508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Hughey
6891 Avalon Ave
Dallas, TX 75214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Howard Higson
7765 Dos Palos Lane
Sebastopol, CA 95472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Dailey
50306 Island Lake Road
Kenai, AK 99611
 



907-776-5112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lael Jackson
Barbados Way
Del Mar, CA 92014-3503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. John Lucich
4924 Shelby Lane
Clearlake, CA 95422



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Deborah Cuoco
49 Van Houten Avenue
Butler, NJ 07405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Zeluck
2750 Sutter
San Francisco, CA 94115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Waters
9 Upper Blackwater Canyon Rd
Rolling Hills, CA 90274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Janusko
1329 Eaton Ave
Bethlehem, PA 18018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. dan cappello
2015 bandek
lawrence, PA 15055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tammy Douglas
28-12 36th Street
Astoria, NY 11103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Francis Henninger
301 Whetstone Road
Forest Hill, MD 21050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Brinkmann
1156 great falls ct
manchester, MO 63021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Bulitta
19012 N. 32nd Ave.
Phoenix, AZ 85027
 



623-582-2232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave Loiselle
402 English Hill Ln
Hillsbrough, NC 27278
 



919-999-9999



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
 I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wildlife Ecology Clait E. Braun
Wildlife Ecology
5572 N Ventana Vista Rd
Tucson, AZ 85750



 
(520) 529-4614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jo Quinlan
137 Lost Bridge Drive
Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ava Torre-Bueno
1818 Tulip Street
San Diego, CA 92105-5150
 



6192948779



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan K Lefler
8701 Bear Creek Drive
Austin, TX 78737
 



5129714640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mieke Zylstra
702 Graves Street
Charlottesville, VA 22902
 



434 825-3135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a U.S. citizen, I feel I must speak out against the draining of the Great Basin aquifer. I
have worked extensively in Nevada as a petroleum geologist, and know personally how
dependent the ecosystem is on groundwater. I am writing to you because I care deeply
about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at
the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of
water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our
water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosanna Vallor



601 S. 6th
Bozeman, MT 59715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as "unsound," given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Frey
85 N Holliston Ave #12
Pasadena, CA 91106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vic Burton
5837 Grand Ave.
Kansas City, MO 64113



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Gifford
412 Washington St
Dedham, MA 02026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Waters
17755 Cherokee
Los Gatos, CA 95033
 



(408) 353-5803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave Griswold
19499 NE 10th Ave
MIAMI, FL 33179



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Lorant
3329 189th Pl SE
Bothell, WA 98012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Webb
621 Cowles Rd.
Santa Barbara, CA 93108
 



(805) 969-4570



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katrina Godshalk
630 East Alameda #E
Santa Fe, NM 87501
 



505 9866056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Karin Ahlf
181 Merrill Place #A
Costa Mesa, CA 92627



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M.A. Kinnaman
P.O. Box 688
Kiowa, CO 80117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenda Kirkpatrick
717 - 122nd Ave
Shelbyville, MI 49344-9728



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Phil Dell'Isola
1867 Oak St
Morristown, TN 37813



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Derek Meyer
3103 Circle Hill Road
Alexandria, VA 22305
 



(703) 342-6991



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Susan Lander LeBase
4536 West Belmont Circle
Florence, SC 29501-8918



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Elizabeth Carey
3044 S Kerckhoff Ave
San Pedro, CA 90731
 



(310) 547-2310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nancy guselli
7 hesperus circle
gloucester, MA 01930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Richard Borinsky
3377 W 114th Circle, Unit B
Westminster, CO 80031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karla Mehl
151 Newton St
Brooklyn, NY 11222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Balmer
2151 Chesterland Avenue
Lakewood, OH 44107-6146



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Clark
2019 Avenida Penasco
El Cajon, CA 92019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sara Fisch
9743 East Palm Ridge Drive
Scottsdale, AZ 85260
 



480 661-6158



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cecilia Gaines-Williams
11010 SW 160th Court
Miami, FL 33196



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Cleary
930 Old Farm Road
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dean Robb
1118 Hillside Ave
Plainfield, NJ 07060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Bonfatti
Via Montirone 25a
Bologna, ot 40017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andreas Ohland
642 Woodlland Ave
Cheltenham, PA 19012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samuel Morse
42 Hitchcock Road
Amherst, MA 01002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. kimberly clemens
439 s. wyomissing avenue
shillington, PA 19607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
walter Thomason
3760 North Ridge Drive
richmond, CA 94806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norbert Nitsch
Ostland
Erdmannh., ot 71729



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Joan and Paul Armer
1700 De Anza Blvd.
San Mateo, CA 94403
 



(650) 312-1453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Bell
23035 Forest Way
California, MD 20619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louise Kandel
10 Meadow Drive
Cos Cob, CT 06807-2002
 



2039045999



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Timothy Mieyal
2740 Friar Drive
Parma, OH 44134



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Z*qhygœm *
Dorset Gardens
Brighton, ot BN2 1RL



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Reid
1311 Pine St
Calistoga, CA 94515
 



707-942-5778



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Tarallo
P.O. Box 56
Garden Prairie, IL 61038-0056
 



815-568-2167



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin Dickerson
172 Bleecker St
New York, NY 10012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. craig walker
623 n. edinburgh ave
los angeles, CA 90048-2311



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shirley whalen
pobox 536
blairsden, CA 96103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike moran
415 Emery Street
Longmont, CO 80501
 



7208395163



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Whitmore
702 North Jackson Street
Arlington, VA 22201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. max magbee
715 drehr av.
Baton Rouge, LA 70806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Troup
14339 S.Stoneridge Dr.
Oregon City, OR 97045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriel Grey
3925 Thaxton Ave SE
Albuquerque, NM 87108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Den Socling
1854 Dutch Hollow Road
Jersey Shore, PA 17740-6902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
electronics engi marco a nava z
5802 bob bullock c1 -694f
LAREDO, TX 78041
 



(956) 7269136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Gloria Brookman
51-01 39 Avenue
Sunnyside, NY 11104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Petra RONEY
257 Windermere Ave
Lansdowne, PA 19050-1124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Elsey
2249 Runnymead Ridge
Marietta, GA 30067
 



(770) 984-0245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeremy Packer
320 W Arroyo St.
Reno, NV 89509



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mark & susan glasser
3660 barry ave
la, CA 90066-3202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john eisel
15837 heidi ln
damascus, OR 97089



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Mark Crane
2101 N. Highland Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90068-2661
 



(323) 850-2089



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
WE NEED TO START CONSERVING SPECIAL PLACES, NOT EXPLOITING THEM FOR
GREED!  LEAVE  THIS ARE ALONE!
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Margaret Schafer



4371 Pali Way
Boulder, CO 80301
 
3034431947



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Crystal Aguilar
1295 - 140th Place NE
Bellevue, WA 98007-4049



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
charlene nash
po box 11048
chattanooga, TN 37401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Christel
23W 304 St. Charles Rd.
Glen Ellyn, IL 60137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Ganahl
1926 Nutwood Cr
Corona, CA 92881
 



951-733-6064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Rusk
403 Claridge Court
Point Pleasant, NJ 08742
 



7328997975



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Homan
5081 Via Paraiso
Alta Loma, CA 91701
 



951-733-5585



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Feild
8340 Morningside Drive
Manassas, VA 20112
 



703-791-5108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawn Griffin
1347 NE 47th Ave
Portland, OR 97213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jonathan M. Chuzi
444 Hillside Drive
Hurley, NY 12443



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Brichler
8980 Auburn Valley Rd
Auburn, CA 95602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mikel Sola
Skogsdalsv. 13
Danderyd, ot 18233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. terrence ward
14530 kildare
midlothian, IL 60445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Connolly
51 Avondale Lawn
Dublin, ot n/a



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Vivian Lara
23 Harrison Street
Sayreville, NJ 08872



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Tasoff
1337 S. Cabrillo Ave.
San Pedro, CA 90731-4012
 



3108315041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cory Chamberlain
8 Dove Place
Novato, CA 94949
 



415-827-0259



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Wenzell
750 MacArthur Blvd. #105
Oakland, CA 94610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Saltzman
1659 Laclaff Avenue
Lapeer, MI 48446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Scott Sebastian
civil engineer
8040 Greenbriar Court
Burr Ridge, IL 60527-8020



 
708-387-1501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jon A Dittmar
306 n lilac dr
walkerton, IN 46574
 



(219) 369-1335



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gina Santonas
80 Jewel St
Brooklyn, NY 11222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha M Carrington
1555 Merrill Street, Space 135
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
 



(800) 831-6974



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natylie Baldwin
1775 Panda Way #101
Hayward, CA 94544



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Gruenau
23 Chapala Road
Santa Fe, NM 87508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I've spent a significant time in Nevada where my grandparents, aunts and uncles, and
cousins live.  I know it is dry there, and yet people can learn to use natural resources
wisely, as we must do in Washington state, even with all of our rain.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Linda Andersson
2424 79th Ave NE
Medina, WA 98039-1517



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aleks Webster, PhD
4149 E. Campo Bello Dr.
Phoenix, AZ 85032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evan Hurd
845 Radcliffe ave
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barb J Lester
6906 Park Ridge Dr.
Madison, WI 53719
 



(608) 219-0178



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monica Pelosi
975 grey mt pt
Colorado springs, CO 80906
 



7193300623



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caryn Graves
1642 Curtis St.
Berkeley, CA 94702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danielle Deptuck
Conacher Dr
Kingston, ON K7K 2X2
 



(647) 340-5155



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gina Burns
2122 ridgewood road
 
chapel hill, NC 27516



 
919-968-4038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evelyn Stallings
4930 Montclair Avenue
Charlotte, NC 28211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Connor
370 S. Mountain Rd.
New City, NY 10956



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leah  Franqui
949 North 5th Street
Philadelphia , PA 19123
 



(215) 922-6949



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dietrich Schwaegerl
Feldstr. 6a
Ottobrunn, ot 85521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ken stec
201 E. 25th St., 14E
New York, NY 10010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Casey Dake
2297 Montrose Dr
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362
 



8053703732



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
This is an especially egregious example of humans recklessly trying to overpower the
natural world!
 
Sincerely,
 
Lesley Brill



1312 Joliet Place
Detroit, MI 48207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kim kost
228 hwy 51
manitowish waters, WI 54545-9027
 



NA



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Clover Catskill
1730 Glen Ct.
Pinole, CA 94564



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Russell
1522 Cook Place
Goleta, CA 93117
 



805-879-0198



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am very concerned about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there,
and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. We
should not pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth -
especially when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosamund E Downing
39 Moss St.
Pawcatuck, CT 06379
 



(860) 599-5220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Lina Gingold
28 Harrington Street
New Paltz, NY 12561



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Ryan
129 Timbercove Circle SW
Madison, AK 35756-2401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Ann Schmidt
433 Rainbow Drive
New Kensington, PA 15068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruthmary Sheils
5211 Russett Road
Rockville, MD 20853



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Kimbell
7467 sw surf land st.
South beach, OR 97366



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Myers
59 Flanagan Drive
Framingham, MA 01701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Suchecki
6024BuckinghamPkwy.
CulverCity, CA 90230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raul Arribas
Havana 20
Barcelona, NJ 08014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robyn matra
505 82nd st
new york, NY 10028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cathy crum
4018 defender dr
agoura, CA 91301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra E Anderson
12530 Martha St.
Valley Village, CA 91607
 



8188401066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Berklee Robins
14071 Chatham Court
Lake Oswego, OR 97035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
EILEEN FONFERKO
3345 ALFRED ROAD
NORTH PORT, FL 34286



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Frances DeMillion
713 Arbor Ln
Kennett Square, PA 19348-2592
 



610.444-3644



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah McNaull
2521 West Danby Road
West Danby, NY 14883-9668



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenifer Lind
3500 Santee River Drive
Florence, SC 29501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelley McQueen
34428 Yucaipa Blvd.
Yucaipa, CA 92399



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Schmitt
2345 Heathen Ridge Road
Crittenden, KY 41030-8479
 



8594283204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Annapoorne Colangelo
7651 Scatchet Head Road
Clinton, WA 98236
 



360-579-3735



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Benjamin Martin
329 Ward St
Wallingford, CT 06492
 



2036794400



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Misti Layne
280 10th Avenue
Suite 5
San Francisco, CA 94118





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Kurtz
537 Congress St., Unit 510
Portland, ME 04101
 



(207) 774-1726



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dinah Marker
Griesbräustraße 12
Murnau, ot 82418



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Emil Reisman
retired
16025 Ventura Blvd., Apt. 211
Encino, CA 91436-4451





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Kampa
3120 Hardin Way
Soquel, CA 95073-2739



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gaye georges
11 creek road
smithtown, NY 11787



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Della Oliver
3702 Drybrook Rd.
Charlotte, NC 28269



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cassandra Leuthold
764 Travers Cir
Mishawaka, IN 46545-3766
 



5742295568



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fiona Reid
P O Box 293
Skull Valley, AZ 86338



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Fenaux
510 S. Grant St
San Mateo, CA 94402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deanne O'Donnell
1177 Spruce Street
Greensburg, PA 15601-5344
 



724-836-0579



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
aron shevis
302 windsor pl
brooklyn, NY 11218
 



718-788-0581



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Neal Steiner
2706 Castle Heights Place
Los Angeles, CA 90034
 



310 8397470



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Adams
219 Sackett Street, Apt. 3
Brooklyn, NY 11231
 



6462876498



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
V Ligenza
413 Michael Ct
Richmond, KY 40475



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Hawkins
315 East 12th Apt A, CBD
New York, NY 10003
 



(646) 479-5044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Woiak
9486 Virginia Center Blvd
Vienna, VA 22181



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Miles
215 West 90 Street, #8D
NY, NY 10024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Ann Sherratt
8136 Waterside Trail
Fort Worth, TX 76137
 



(972) 973-4635



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jeriene L Walberg
3857 Williams Ave W
SEATTLE, WA 98199
 



(206) 284-2897



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy  Weagly
3293 62nd. Street
Sacramento, CA 95820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dani Stolley
216 W. 15th Ave
Oshkosh, WI 54902
 



(920) 420-4104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jordan Fairhead
901 Sandpiper Court
Orleans, ON K1E1Z6
 



6134248384



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Winfield Carson
13350 Via Mark
Poway, CA 92064
 



(858) 748-4383



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. David Ryan
431 Pepper Mill Ct.
Sewell, NJ 08080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Peters
3325 N. Arlington Hts. Rd. #500
Arlington Heights, IL 60004-1584



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
I'm sure there is plenty of water and lots of people needing jobs in casinos in Missippippi.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah McDougal
1305 Scovill St.



Urbana, IL 61801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Muzychka
PO Box 460783
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33346
 



954-474-8000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
eric grics
96 poplar ave
Boulder, CO 80302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Clifton
15789 n 83rd st
Longmont, CO 80503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carrie Walker
169 Hague Road
Dummerston, VT 05301
 



8022545546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keith Pyontek
Twining Lane
Ewing, NJ 08628-1618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leo J Blackman
74 Old Route 22
Wassaic, NY 12592



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Kuebel
1406 E Ridge Rd
Rochester, NY 14621-2007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. rick willing
2 williams rd
terlingua, TX 79852



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Robert Keller
430 Allentown Road
Parsippany, NJ 07054-3047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathy patrick
295 brookfield nashville rd
enigma, GA 31749



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brett Wolfson
36W841 Crane Road
Saint Charles, IL 60175
 



630 443-7607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Johnson
1406 Park Garden Ln
Reston, VA 20194
 



5712129493



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Ed M Oberweiser
19244 Benson Ln
Fort Bragg, CA 95437



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Biologist Aaron Brinkerhoff
15 Gloria Drive
San Rafael, CA 94901
 



4154574803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matt Schumacher
69882 East Rhododendron Lane
LaGrande, OR 97049



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna J Thomas
54350 Golden Bee Dr
Yucca Valley, CA 92284
 



(760) 369-8917



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care very deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. PLEASE, PLEASE deny the authority's water-right applications based
on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. L Jarvis
343 Meridian Way
Chimacum, WA 98325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lillian Arboleda
11540 Chimney Rock
Houston, TX 77035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharyn Belleville
4032 Oak Drive
Chesapeake, VA 23321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Simon Marshall
1010 Main St Apt 3H
Evanston, IL 60202
 



(609) 356-3094



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alissa Katz
Lanikaula
Hilo, HI 96720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Eickenberg
725 Pinnacle Rd
Liberty, ME 04949



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Project Engineer Brandon Johnson
Project Engineer
3541 SE 11th Ave
Portland, OR 97202



 
(503) 233-1372



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carol Hoke
Box 1222
Rosman, NC 28772



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Sweeney
229 1/2 Race St
Sunbury, PA 17801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Blue
8 Manchester Lane
Elmhurst, IL 60126-3969



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeri pollock
590 Buena Loma Street
#222
Altadena, CA 91001





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wade and Betty H Matthews
5152 Admiral Place
Sarasota, FL 34231
 



(941) 923-0671



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Ken Hedges
8153 Cinderella Pl.
Lemon Grove, CA 91945-3000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alana Turman
6800 Quail Walk
Edwardsville, IL 62025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Sanders
42 Goldcup Drive
Fredericksburg, VA 22406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Benner
11285 Seven Mile Rd NE
Belding, MI 48809



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We don't need more unsustainable growth!
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from these aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris f
1998 PRESCOTT LAKES PKWY APT 271



Prescott, AZ 86301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauryn Slotnick
66th Ave.
Douglaston, NY 11362



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Janiszewski
7 Highland Dr
Pittsburgh, PA 15202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Tetel
6401 14th st. NW Apt. A-4
Washington, DC 20012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Osdoby
16206 Berry Hollow Ct.
Wildwood, MO 63011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Patterson
318 Leland Ave.
Palo Alto, CA 94306-1127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip F Conrad
7424 NE Abies Drive
Bainbridge Island, WA 98110-6202
 



(206) 842-3826



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Bacon
97 Success Rd
Milan, NH 03588-3412
 



603-586-4050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dina Wilson
3685 17th St #7
San Francisco, CA 94114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Lambert
852 Tunk Hill Road
Foster, RI 02825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M Feehily
Stevenage Crescent
Borehamwood, ot WD6 4NS



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. JULIE WADE
3810 Antioch Cir
CARROLLTON , TX 75007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A Weber
8743 Armstrong Road
Langley, BC V1M 2R3



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Dr. Bonnie J. Smith
1922 Mud PIke
Christiansburg, VA 24073
 



540-382-8093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CaroleRae Spence
14321 Cove Ridge Place
Midlothian, VA 23112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Blevins
579 6th Ave
Salt Lake City, UT 84103-3042
 



8013598379



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve pollack
25129 w roycourt
huntington woods, MI 48070
 



2485425937



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Travis Brown
3075 SE Stark St
Portland, OR 97214
 



503-234-7820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Carlos Nunez
18009 Victory Blvd
Reseda, CA 91335
 



3102883668



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan  Noyes
3223 Galahad
Dallas, TX 75229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russell Blalack
1081 Milky Way
Cupertino, CA 95014-5008
 



408 966-6417



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
My wife Robin and I are writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all
the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doug Thompson
PO Box 800
Morongo Valley, CA 92256



 
7603633386



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vince Sherry
10751 W 104th ave
Westminster, CO 80021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Connor-McKee
1103 Fallston Road
Shelby, NC 28150-3513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ambrose Taylor
2921 Rimview Dr.
Billings, MT 59102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Bulmaro Martinez
1612 N. Honore St
Chicago, IL 60622



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Szendrey
P.O. Box 441
Plymouth, IN 46563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M Smerken
1936 Pine
Murphysboro, IL 62966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Corinna Preuss-Schaller
Ludwig-Schuessler-Str. 7
Lindenfels, ot 64678



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shannon Ginnan
6500 old centreville rd
centreville, VA 20121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlotte Sines
PO Box 434
Yosemite National Park, CA 95389
 



209-372-4656



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ania Swiatoniowski
1166 B Oneida St.
State College, PA 16801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Packham
Esker Drive
Dublin, ot D22



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
randy marlatt
505 w. fir ave.
flagstaff, AZ 86001
 



928-779-2361



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Viviana Cozzo
Garibaldi 486
Temperley Buenos Aires, ot 1834
 



0114245-4296



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John M Steiner
15225 Arena Ct
Manchester, CA 95459
 



(707) 412-8594



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Dryer
337 Fieldcrest Lane
Loveland, OH 45140
 



513-575-9696



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nathalie Dawalibi
12180 Letellier
Montreal, QC H3M 3A1
 



514-334-8686



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Leroux
315 Yamabuki-cho
Shinjuku-ku, Tokyo, ot 15000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Carr
2206 siena way
Woodstock, MD 21163



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Johnson
17852 Bramer Lane
Spring Lake, MI 49456



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Athena Batsios
25 Lake Ave
Nassau, NY 12123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan Nash
500 East 83rd Street, #10B
New York, NY 10028
 



212-534-0304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Cobb-Adams
4518 Holly Grape Ln
St.George, UT 84790



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Berg
764 Quinnipiac
New Haven, CT 06513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Mitchell
21240 Providencia St.
Woodland Hills, CA 91364-3221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Tracy leinbaugh
10855 Peach Ridge Road
Athens, OH 45701
 



7405935463



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mike rowe
24 briarwood dr
athens, OH 45701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tanya Sotomayor
1980 Unionport Road
Bronx, NY 10462



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine H Peterson
224 West Lake Drive
Montauk, NY 11954
 



(631) 668-2082



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stewart schrauger
7717 e. broken wagon way
prescott valley, AZ 86314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Littelmann
5506 W Brooklyn Pl
Milwaukee, WI 53216-3137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Romula Navarro
1801 Oxford
Houston, TX 77008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
THIS IS A BAD IDEA.   PLEASE STAND UP AND DO THER RIGHT THING FOR THIS
LAND AND PLANET.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan  Allen



25761 Le Parc   94
Lake Forest , CA 92630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Miller Dowell
4140 SW Primrose Street
Portland, OR 97219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randy J
#########
stockton, CA ##########



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce P. Grether
251 Climbing Way
Wimberley, TX 78676
 



512 847-9501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Karlir Lewis
Environmental Biologist/sociologist
868 S. Arizona Ave. #. 1026
Chandler, AZ 85225



 
480-258-2310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Cooperman
425 N. 23rd Street
Allentown, PA 18104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Dina Volpe
94 Altair Drive
Turnersville, NJ 08012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Joll
129 Wescott Dr
Pittsburgh, PA 15237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Phyllis Mollen
205 w 91
New York, NY 10024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. There are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Rowan
403 W. 40th Street, Apt. 3RE
Apt. 3RE
New York, NY 10018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joy Burhop
1842 Windward Lane
Hanover Park, IL 60133
 



312-993-2691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Celeste Gionet-Hawker
2521 Blue Rock court
San Jose, CA 95133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james switalla
6505 hyde ave
las vegas, NV 89107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
You maybe have read the canned letters.   Be a good steward and not an agent for profit
for the few. There are alternatives.   jwc
 
Jon W Candy  MD
Kingmont
Loomis, CA 95650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vania Lopes
Aveiro
Aveiro, ot 3800
 



38888



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Martin
68 Sweetbriar Street
Norwich, CT 06360
 



860-822-1154



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alicia Kamin
8150 Ragle Place
Sebastopol, CA 95472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ann Roush
705 W. Loughlin Drive
Chandler, AZ 85225-2123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
david jessup
4805 w buffalo st
chandler, AZ 85226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Watson
112 Wild Oak Dr.
Brandon, FL 33511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sonja franz
9 CASEY COURT
baltimore, MD 21228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jarrett Koenemund
58 Venetian Promenade
Lindenhurst, NY 11757



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Traci Enholm
11256 Billings Ave
Lafayette, CO 80026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Krouchick
305 Holly Hill Court
Warminster, PA 18974



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Please heed my request.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Slyby
508 Chase Rd



Columbus, OH 43214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Lucas
10 Mary St.
Bordentown, NJ 08505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Fry
3022 Edwards Street
Alton, IL 62002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Kieler
1048 E. State Blvd.
Fort Wayne, IN 46805
 



260-483-4981



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lauren duncan
6000 winterpointe ln
raleigh, NC 27606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Dahm
PO Box 87
Sharon, MA 02067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Locke
119 19th Ave E.
Seattle, WA 98112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Cathy Pickett
264 Bahama Street
Venice, FL 34224
 



(941) 468-7436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Constance Birch
319 Mary Gray Lane
Staunton, VA 24401-5030
 



540-885-3973



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M J  Dempsey
918 Marlin Dr.
Jupiter,, FL 33458-4353



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carol banever
944 no. martel ave.
los angeles, CA 90046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Reed
3900 Bones Road
Sebastopol, CA 95472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcial Reiley
10165 Coyote Run Court
Reno, NV 89508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurel Sobol
1691 Marten Ave SW
Albany, OR 97321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Flora Samuelson
533 Richmond Street
Huntington, WV 25702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeb smoot
Centerline Dr
Alton, IL 62002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Josh Scheuerman
3465 n. 620 w.
Lehi, UT 84043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy Graham
1524 Oriole Avenue
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-4940



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
margaret silver
1829 sea oats drive
atlantic beach, FL 32233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "inter-basin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an inter-basin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and spring
snails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the
imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Barbara Oleksa-Reiss
827 Harold Avenue
Kent, OH 44240-2132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Johnson
3754 Cherokee Ave
San Diego, CA 92104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MichaelEric Lerner
1671 Marina Way
San Jose, CA 95125-5524
 



408-448-1308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Brophy
35779 Chapel Hill Ct
Round Hill, VA 20141



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Michael Kuziel
3620 Oakwood Drive
Wesley Chapel, FL 33543
 



8137826424



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edwin Aiken
663 Torrington Dr.
Sunnyvale, CA 94087
 



(408) 732-6716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Johanna Renouf
417 Lincoln Circle
Louisville, CO 80027
 



(303) 926-1199



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex Dillard
359 Leland Ave.
Palo Alto, CA 94306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mia Runanin
47 Alhambra Circle
Fairfax, CA 94930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michael  levitt
512 duke
ft collins, CO 80525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carlene Moscatt
3121 Abell Avenue
Baltimore, MD 21218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Medina
1441 Newton St.
Denver, CO 80204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Reinhard
1812 Linden Rd
Winter Park, FL 32792



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Ivey
915 Margate
Chicago, IL 60640-3808



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lydia Morales
7602 Erin Way
Cupertino, CA 95014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie MacKay
57 Hancock Street #3
San Francisco, CA 94114
 



(415) 565-0415



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Siegner
9640 SW Lancaster Rd
Portland, OR 97219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
catherine melvin
virgil close
Dublin Rd
LA, CA 90210-1131





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Henderson
5262 NE 31st Ave
Portland, OR 97211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Szpila
41-04 47th Street
Sunnyside, NY 11104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
laura anderson
3957 Altamont Ave
Oakland, CA 94605
 



415 845-4386



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Lewis
400 N Dodge St
Galena, IL 61036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shawn Liddick
19 Delikat Lane
Sayreville, NJ 08872



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Sage
1116 Lake Shore Drive
Beaver Dam, WI 53916



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Howard Petlack
1823 Stonehaven Drive
Boynton Beach, FL 33436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, this insane scheme
should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doug Abbott
2311 Ranch Club Rd #409
Silver City, NM 88061
 



(575) 388-4879



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Johanna Goldbach
Gervinusstr. 12
Berlin-Charlottenburg, ot 10629



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Thrower
9352 Daystar Terrace
Colorado Springs, CO 80925



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mim Solberg
195 10th Ave.
NY, NY 10011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rex Roberts
1532 Mapleridge Dr. NE
Lacey, WA 98506-3658



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chad Townsend
3513 N. Oakbury Circle
Tucson, AZ 85712-5460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Ursula Dicks
28795 Outram Street
Easton, MD 21601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
In cases like this it should not be necessary for anybody to ask you to deny this request.
Allowing Las Vegas to suck dry much of the rest of this desert state is insane.  Let the
gamblers bring in water with helicopters or whatever.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Mr. Edgar Stahl
1507 Ambleside Lane
Richardson, TX 75082-3041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ms Diane Bolman
334 Ignacio Valley Cir.
.
Novato, CA   94949, CA 94949



 
415-883-8314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Schmitt
700 Bayberry Dr.
NEW CARLISLE, OH 45344
 



937-845-8395



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S Logan
1001 Brickell Bay Dr
Miami, FL 33131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on animal species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristen Conner
1516 Yuba Avenue
San Pablo, CA 94806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Johanna Goldbach
Gervinusstr. 12
Berlin-Charlottenburg, ot 10629



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Reese
5118 14th St N
Arlington, VA 22205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Woods
10742 S Komensky Ave
Oak Lawn, IL 60453-5367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan Hoover
813 Woodworth Rd.
Jackson, MI 49202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Kelley
324 Homestead Road
Strafford, PA 19087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Willdey
19697-41A. Avenue
Langley, BC V3A 2Z5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fran Post
254 Woodland Ave
Port Townsend, WA 98368
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arthur Smaragdas
126 Merle Ave.
Oceanside, NY 11572



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gene Wells
437 S Slusser St
Grayslake, IL 60030
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Linda Pankewicz
Pulpit rock Rd.
Raymond, ME 04071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Odean Cusack
2730 Butler pike
Plymouth meeting, PA 19462



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Art Cooley
6320 Avenida Cresta
La Jolla, CA 92037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Research Scienti Ani N Novy
1623 S. August St.
Stillwater, OK 74074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Schiess
5808 McKinley Pl N
Seattle, WA 98103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicola Cook
305 Coventry Lane
Glen Mills, PA 19342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Richard Valencia
1570 West Colorado Bl
Pasadena, CA 91105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Nelson
3 Sadore Lane # 5Y
Yonkers, NY 10710
 



914-356-0039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Johanna Goldbach
Gervinusstr. 12
Berlin-Charlottenburg, ot 10629



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jim Davis
2004 Phoebe Dr
Billings,, MT 59105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Donnafield
P.O. Box 3118
Englewood, CO 80155



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Serra
2747 Via Capri
Clearwater, FL 33764



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Friedland
15 Campion Ave.
Norwich, CT 06360
 



(860) 887-9983



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Morgan
519 Willow Rd
Swall Meadows, CA 03514



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph H. Brown
211 N. Linden St.
Hammond, LA 70401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn Locke
2821 Arden Avenue
Dayton, OH 45420
 



937-427-6930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Stawinoga
1247 E 168th PL
So. Holland, IL 60473



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claudia Greco
1715 Hendrickson Street
Brooklyn, NY 11234-4317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Longville
6295 Jeff Street
San Diego, CA 92115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Wheeler
503 Reiner RD
Gold Bar, WA 98251
 



3608633837



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Stephen Farmer
369 Dutch Ridge Road
Portsmouth, OH 45662-8735
 



(740) 776-3441



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Daniel Sage
2333 Orpine
Baton Rouge, LA 70808



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Dick Reiss
827 Harold Avenue
Kent, OH 44240-2132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
theresa Grosse
19821 meredith dr
Derwood, MD 20855



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron S Vanderford
839 E. Cedar Ave.
Burbank, CA 91501
 



(818) 427-2724



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marc Franklin
134 Dakota Ave #312
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-6620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rick Roberson
5238 Grape St
Houston, TX 77096-1309
 



8323681065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Settle
20540 Sunbeam Lane
Bend, OR 97701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolina Hasenau
2001 Hartnell Ave. #45
Redding, CA 96002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
B. Lerner
1671 Marina Way
San Jose, CA 95125
 



408-448-1308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bita edwards
p.o. box 122
woodacre, CA 94973



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Egger
3126 College Ave.
Berkeley, CA 94705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy Malmid
268C Glen Road
Monroe Twp, NJ 08831



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Rule
1136 York St., #303
Denver, CO 80206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Freimuth
2245 Loma Vista Pl
Los Angeles, CA 90039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tanya Paul
5218 Maui Way
Fair Oaks, CA 95628



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robin dolbear
113 catherine street
hermon, NY 13652



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Waggener
1817 Northwestern Ave
Madison, WI 53704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanette Tasey
Medicine Man Trail
Molt, MT 59057



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Morgan Powell
161 W Meadowbrook Ln
Staatsburg, NY 12580



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Morgan Powell
161 W Meadowbrook Ln
Staatsburg, NY 12580



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ed Abdool
54339 W. RIDGEVIEW CIRCLE
Pawpaw, MI 49079-8634



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Waters
12816 95th Ave NE
Kirkland, WA 98034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I visit Nevada's Great Basin including Reno and care deeply
about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at
the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of
water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why should  water be
pumped to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable more
economical means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would thus be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be denied.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger Cole
P.O. Box 68
Forest Ranch, CA 95942



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan Lemer
2003 City View St.
Eugene, OR 97405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carl  Oerke
264 Lexington Drive
River Edge, NJ 07661-1006
 



(201) 489-0867



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa Evans
302  Mimosa Road
Fulton, MS 38843
 



662-862-4691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle salois
6849 southwest Blvd.
St. Louis, MO 63143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wesley Banks
P.O. Box 73
Vancouver, WA 98666



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Kirkland
2450 N. Lake Ave
Altadena, CA 91001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Cronin
22 HARPER ST
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94131-2731



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randy Corbin
2020 Barcelona Ter
Margate, FL 33063-2466



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lisa ouaknine
201 east 75th street
new york, NY 10021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Flo Wilder
P O Box 436
Hancock, ME 04640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
THOMAS LEFFLER
P.O. BOX 24354
OAKLAND PARK, FL 33307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
THOMAS LEFFLER
P.O. BOX 24354
OAKLAND PARK, FL 33307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shera reils
oak str
berwyn, PA 19312-1279
 



8005554654



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristin Fischer
426 Griswold St
Apt B
Glastonbury, CT 06033





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annick Smith
898 Bear Creek Road
Bonner, MT 59823
 



(406) 244-5549



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marc Lionetti
405 Battle Bend Blvd.
Austin, TX 78745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Robinson
327 king st
redwood city, CA 94062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Tuminello
10716 S. Laporte Ave.
Oak Lawn, IL 60453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yue Li
1334 W Ontario St
Tucson, AZ 85745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Otero
1271 Golf Club Dr
Denver, CO 76226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clay Howard
34a Scenic Rd
Fairfax, CA 94930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Software enginee Emily C Smith
Software engineer
PO Box 242
San Pedro, ot 00000



 
(919) 905-3261



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary K.  ----- Case
Post  Office  Box  166
Buckner, MO 64016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ashley  Stone
234 clark st apt 5
eureka, CA 95501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heidi Wytovicz
1001 4th Avenue
Seattle, WA 98154



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Meier
924 West 12th Street
Cedar Falls, IA 50613-2418



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anu Raatikainen
Ajojahditie 17
Espoo, ot 02940



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kat Majors
10360 NE Pacific Street
Portland, OR 97220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Fink
3411 40th Ave. W
Seattle, WA 98199



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Allen
8405 SW 156 Street
Palmetto Bay, FL 33157
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katie                            Ingham
98 Lewis Lane
Basalt, CO 81621-9388



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan G Rives-Denight
909 NW 6th St
Pendleton, OR 97801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kim mora
351 dine
flagstaff, AZ 86001
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
david emery
1089 glendora rd
kissimmee, FL 34759



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Reid Johnson
10492 Colina Way
Los Angeles, CA 90077



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Anderson
310 Sunshine Dr
Coconut Creek, FL 33066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Hudgins
457 Olive Hill Way
Fallbrook, CA 02028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel Frye
4020 SE 29TH CT
Ocala, FL 34480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Hettmer
7455 S Rockport
Bloomington, IN 47403
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jilaina walker
206 adams court
potterville, MI 48876



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Sidelnikova
1271 Golf Club Dr
Argyle, TX 76226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Huttenburg
1245 Spaight St
Madison, WI 53704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanette Cordova
1275 Roslyn Street
Denver, CO 80220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jim robertson
446 san vicente bl  #306
santa monica, CA 90402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Marshall
9 Fox Trail
Fairfield, PA 17320
 



301-447-5214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cile Messer
119 Arlington Row
Macon, GA 31210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Dear Jason King, 
I am a natural history scientific illustrator and I am very concerned at the potential loss of
flora fauna and habitats that will be effected by this action.  Please think twice before
taking this action because of the potentially devastating effects on the natural habitats.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Jane  Hyland
33 Yoder Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Serra Hardy
475 Orena Ct.
Camarillo, CA 93010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Brady
823 E 23rd Ave
Denver, CO 80205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Mongere
1526 Springaire Lane
Lewisville, TX 75077



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Veronica Hayes
242 W. Chesterfield
Ferndale, MI 48220
 



2489878372



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Marisa Landsberg
717 26th street
Manhattan beach, CA 90266
 



3105454257



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Schlecht
558 Falls Circle
Mesquite , NV 89027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorraine Stepchin
6 Clement ave
Kingston, NH 03848
 



603 642-3884



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marin Andersen
2342 Broadway e.
Seattle , WA 98102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
The logic of the driest state taking water from a source in the second driest state, in the
middle of a desert, water that is  currently supporting eco-systems and plant life likely
preventing a dust bowl from happening; especially when much of the dust that might blow
has radio-active components from nuclear tests, is unfathomable. Already the Salt Lake
Valley has air pollution issues.  There must and will be another way.
 
The inland sea, the Great Salt Lake, may be affected by draining the adjacent aquifers.
The Great Salt Lake contributes to the water system feeding the mountains where the Ski
Resorts, so important to the economy and water shed of Utah and the Wasatch complex,
exist. Thus, it is not only environmentally questionable, it is economically unsound and
foolhardy.  Add in the consequence to the lives of ranchers and others living in the Great
Basin area and the idea is outrageous. 
 
Consider anything but water-theft by fiat.  California already has pipelines and pumping
systems.  Let them consider piping water derived from de-salinization of the oceans (now
that's an abundant source), which are rising anyway; let the tides generate the power for it,
and leave the desert "oasis" of the Great Basin alone.   Use your imaginations.  The idea
of water from that area of Nevada and Utah, piped to Las Vegas, is ludicrous and a waste
of precious resources, including money.  
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,



supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ann Dresher
2261 Orchard Dr
Bountiful, UT 84010-5647



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Mary Lou Finley
Special Education Assistant
2866 Calle Salida Del Sol
San Diego, CA 92139-3541



 
619-992-4275



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Silvia Virgulti
Via Rosmini 1
Parma, ot 43123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kyle Shew
506 Princeton Dr SE
Albuquerque, NM 87106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Bone
760 Gadsby Rd
Stoneboro , PA 16153



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James  Howarth
3320 Burr Oak Drive
Waukegan, IL 60087
 



847-249-1089



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yulia Sidelnikova
1271 Golf Club Dr
Argyle, TX 76226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Santina Facincani
3738 W Karstens
Madison, WI 53704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Rutecki
46 King St Apt 3
Apt 3
Falmouth, MA 02540





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Griggs
22 Saint Anne St.
Rapid City, SD 57701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michael leete
53-31 skillman ave
woodside, NY 11377



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Schaub
135 Washington St.
Peabody, MA 01960
 



5089858425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rochelle Rubin
72 Greenhills Rd
Huntington Station, NY 11746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fred Meeks
2519 Holliday
Plainview, TX 79072



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amber Pena
1649 S. Heritage Circle B
Anaheim, CA 92804-6544



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Thomasson
3391 Hidden Rodge Drive
Dewitt, MI 48820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Delia Ford
301 N Taylor Ave
Oak Park, IL 60302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kaz Thea
1630 Heroic Road
Hailey, ID 83333
 



2087887052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dodi aguiar
5040 dixie hwy # 22
palm bay, FL 32905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shara Briggs
11429 Ruby Rd.
Salida, CO 81201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Palser
317 e west st
Troy, OH 45373



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jena Casey
Swanton Rd
#2
Davenport, CA 95017





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Brenda Jo Maloof
3 Moon Ranch Road
Tijeras, NM 87059
 



505-286-8445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Schultz
3624 Tuscala Street
Seaford, NY 11783
 



(516) 679-9153



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brent Barnes
1304 W Lunt Ave
Chicago, IL 60626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Renee Brzostek
4461 Green Tree Rd
Reading, PA 19606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sofia Dukanovic
1811 S. Quebec way
Denver, CO 80231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
janice botsko
b 660 high point blvd n
delray beach, FL 33445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Adler
309 Olive St.
San Diego, CA 92103
 



6192988203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susan gallaher
853 alto st
santa fe, NM 87501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ewa Stein
9332 Sandy run Rd.,
Jupiter, FL 33478



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Conor Scott
104 Merrion Grove
Stillorgan Road
Dublin, ot Co. Dublin



 
((08) 7) -795- e



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Briggs
331 President Street
Brooklyn, NY 11231
 



(718) 855-7347



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leon  Roberts
8735 Rexford Dr
Dallas, TX 75209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Kelly
126 S Pleasant St
Oberlin, OH 44074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Rebecca Summer
8 Foti's Road
SILVER CITY, NM 88061
 



575-388-8666



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Richard Waters
197 Markham Dr.
Gulfport, MS 39507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yvonne Albrecht
Frymannstr. 77
Zurich, ot 8041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Killebrew
411 Wesser Creek Rd.
Bryson City, NC 28713



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Avalon McMullen
1017A Tyler Ave
Radford, VA 24141
 



5409217041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Nicol
3891 Calaroga Drive
West Linn,, OR 97068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
atoussa mueller
718 julian dr
collegeville, PA 19426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vicky Forrest
9832 Haverstick rd.
Indianapolis, IN 46280



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paloma navarrete
p.o. box 2251
Taos, NM 87571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nathan Pundt
300 Channel St #18
San Francisco , CA 94158



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sofia Kotlyar
1811 S. Quebec way
Denver, CO 80231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there. Iam appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to
pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada.
 
With the issues regarding dought and the water supply as a resource, conservation
measures must be emphasized. In this case, why should we pump water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth, when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation and smart growth management?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such.
 
The objective should be to avert the catastrophic and irreversible impacts, which would
occur as a result of this groundwater extraction. This is what is documented in the Bureau
of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. There are other optionsm
which are available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands!
 
Thank you for your consideration!
 
Sincerely,
 
Wolfgang Golser
P.O. Box 42382



Tucson, AZ 85733



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Guyer
1516A East Fir
Seattle, WA 98122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Hess
4250 Juniper Creek Rd
Reno, NV 89519



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Emily Duthinh
Peninsula
Clarkston, MI 48346
 



(248) 625-2333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy Dawson
48 Murphy Ct.
Berkeley Springs, WV 25411



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Boddy
121 N Marion St
North Tonawanda, NY 14120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
david batt
389 ocean view ave
kensington, CA 94707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ray Olah
6104 Rickerhill Ln.
Austin, TX 78739



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms christy pennoyer
58 villard ave
hastings-on-hudson, NY 10706-1819
 



914-478-6307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
zion woods
1815 mission cliff drive
san diego, CA 92116
 



619-546=6224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Hedley
410 Capitol Way N. #435
Olympia, WA 98501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark  Baldasaro
8271 Young ST.
Grassie, ON L0R1M0



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kurt Frees
1350 Pebble Ct. #154
Cincinnati, OH 45255



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan Clapp
17 7th Street
Harwich, MA 02645



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Bechtel
734 Cajon Street
Redlands, CA 92373



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karim Pertew
3 Clifford Place
East Norwich, NY 11732



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Phelps
150 W Village Pl #116
Ithaca, NY 14850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hilario Bejar
Hort del Colomi, 6
Vila-seca, ot 43480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teena Wildman
2150 Center Ave
Fort Lee, NJ 07024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
barbara gage
1569 la cieneguita
santa fe, NM 87507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mikki Chalker
119 Prospect St
Binghamton, NY 13905
 



607-771-6892



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jodi Daniel
1922 W Wilson
Chicago, IL 60640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lanee Levy
3736 W Hazelwood Street
Phoenix, AZ 85019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa D'Ambrosio
356 S Meadow Rd
Lancaster, MA 01523-1713



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.  Approving the request as it stands would set a bad precedent for future water needs
as we face global climate change.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Bartlett-Re'
1474 Sacramento #203
San Francisco, CA 94109





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Tuccillo
1607 Francisco Street
Berkeley, CA 94703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wilford John Presler IV
5015 E 96th St
Newaygo, MI 49337



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
P Volkert
4975 Irvng st
Denver, CO 80221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CRIS faget
14061 24th av ne
SEATTLE, WA 98125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shirley Shumate- Singletary
717 BRITTANY FALLS CT
N LAS VEGAS, NV 89031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Beeson
530 4th Avenue West
Seattle, WA 98119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nam Kaur Khalsa
1330 Tunnel Road
Santa Barbara, CA 93105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anita Hohl
118 W. Lincoln Ave.
Greensburg, KS 67054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janis King
924 S Virginia St
Reno, NV 89502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie Sharpe
5509 N Warsaw Oswego Road
Warsaw, IN 46582



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jerry Peavy
2111 Algonkin Ave.
Chico, CA 95926
 



530-343-4859



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Lerner
220 N Zapata Hwy #11 PMB318
Oakland, CA 94602
 



6196181248



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan  Weldon
1109 Union Dr.
Saginaw, TX 76131-4819
 



817-847-6413



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tyson Weems
14 Lawn Ave
Portland, ME 04103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Garrett
PO Box 1402
Green Valley, AZ 85622



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Jackson
16 Navarro Isle
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33301
 



(954) 760-4973



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Jones
101 n Blount St
Madison, WI 53703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Terry Vaccaro
Corbet
Plainfield, NJ 07060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Simpson
4607 Platinum Dr. NE
Rio Rancho, NM 87124
 



505-994-9745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carlo Cayetano
92-639 palailai st.
kapolei, HI 96707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ewing
PO Box 250831
Glendale, CA 91225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ELYSSE HELLER
543 FRENCH AVE
NORTH BABYLON, NY 11703-2005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M. Rae
3006 Ave. O 1/2
Galveston, TX 77550



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ashley  lutz
114 davis lane
GREENSBURG, PA 15601-5376



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Ennis
209 Dartmouth Dr. NE
Albuquerque, NM 87106
 



(505) 265-3266



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elly Benson
1581 8th Ave.
Apt. 3
San Francisco, CA 94122





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs Jennifer Toth
19842 Holly DR
Santa Clarita, CA 91350



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stan Sorenson
1309 s Polly Ann dr
Tempe, AZ 85281



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Callan Burzynski
3433 St Charles Ave, Apt F
New Orleans, LA 70115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Goeckermann
Hugo Road
Grants Pass, OR 97528



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lois Shadix
2928 Saddleback Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45244
 



513-231-2313



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 BILLION gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central &
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, YOU, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed & converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. 8 thousand ACRES of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs & 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
I am surprised - especially - since Las Vegas is experiencing a decade of lack of return on
the expansion it has already done.  The financial climate does NOT indicate that they will
be needing any further increase in the water supplies for their diminished population &
fewer visitors for the NEXT decade at least.
 
 



 
Sincerely,
 
ms. eloise lanum
10508 Broadland Pass
Thonotosassa, FL 33592
 
650-533-9875



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen Chieco
1000 Frank Hill Rd
Ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liza Burrell
11064 Clyde Road
Fenton, MI 48430



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valerie White
2709 NW Glenwood Pl.
Corvallis, OR 97330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
FRANCIS Itzoe
22 E FRANKLIN ST
NEW FREEDOM, PA 17349



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Margeson
439 Tennessee Ave. NE
St. Petersburg, FL 33702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Nicol
3891 Calaroga Drive
West Linn,, OR 97068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. David Etherington
3744 Pine Canyon Dr.
Eugene, OR 97405
 



(541) 343-1216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Driving across Nevada is one of the most beautiful stretches of landscape in the West. To
diminish the amount of water in the Great Basin would do irreparable damage to the whole
ecosystem and the landscape.
 
 I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Barbara Bye
2027 38th Ave
Oakland, CA 94601
 
(510) 536-9349



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa St Claire
333 Washington Blvd
Venice, CA 90292



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
barbara edwards
228 Talent Ave  # 5
talent, OR 97540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Moore
627 Leyden Lane
Claremont, CA 91711-4236



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Bentle
5012 Victor St, #6
Dallas, TX 75214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Turner
2207 Fellowship Court
Tucker, GA 30084-4604
 



770-723-9623



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Dian Bottcher
3111 Augusta Drive
Bozeman, MT 59715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Poteet
820 W. Mill St. #102
Carbondale, IL 62901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Bernier
1484 NE 516th Ave.
Old Town, FL 32680



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Vasley
14418 Rice Drive
Sterling Heights, MI 48313



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Leon L Scott Jr
1611 16th ST
Bellingham, WA 98225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
E. Rune Lindgren
1511 NW 28th Street
Gainesville, FL 32605-5037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jane biggins
p o
ukiah, CA 95482



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Sheffield
1456 E. 3045 S
Salt Lake City, UT 84106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Olewinski
B
Minocqua, WI 54548



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Gallagher
8 Bantam Rd.
New Fairfield, CT 06812



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Johnson
31176 Calle San Pedro
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Arlene Naranjo
3853 SW 21st Ter
Gainesville, FL 32608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Spring Ligi
4615 Newington Road
Jefferson, MD 21755
 



301-694-5628



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sydney Wilde
2682 Fairfield Commons
Chico, CA 95928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ciel Lorenzen
7325 Healdsburg Ave.
Sebastopol, CA 95472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melody Smith
314 S 7th Ave
Iowa City, IA 52245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alessio Rivola
v. Scialoia 55
Florence, ot 50136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeremy Nathan  N Marks
13911 Flint Rock Road
Rockville, MD 20853
 



519-204-6978



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Sherman
41 Valleybrook Dr
Lancaster, PA 17601
 



(717) 569-7204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. James Flanagan
POB 219
West Long Branch, NJ 07764



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Val Adell
1325 NE 78th Ave.
Portland, OR 97213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Rimi
3691 Crest Road
Wantagh, NY 11793-2631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marsha Rubino
46144 Meadowlark Ln.
Big Arm, MT 59910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharyll Spandau
613 W Rio Vista Lane
Avondale, AZ 85323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Black
26 Gum Tree Pl.
St. Charles, MO 63301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Baltmanas
4085 Crystal Dawn Lane #202
San Diego, CA 92122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angelica Makos
727 Devonshire Rd
Stoughton, WI 53589
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tina chang
5870 franklin ave
los angeles, CA 90028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Josh Steel
P.O. Box 750581
Dayton, OH 45475



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zach Colatch
3401 Bushkill Drive
Easton, PA 18040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Tennen
PO Box 64250
Tucson, AZ 85728



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Anderson
212920 Whitmore St.
Oak Park, MI 48237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about wetland ecosystems and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and spring
snails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the
imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Herb
19-3970 Keonelehua Avenue
Volcano, HI 96785



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patti Ouderkirk
48-16 30th Avenue #3G
Astoria, NY 11103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Leach
16634 Alexandra
Grass Valley, CA 95949



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark McKennon
438 Sixth Ave.
Brooklyn, NY 11215-4096



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Cathy Richardson
388 W. Adams
Elmhurst, IL 60126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colleen McNutt
1040 Brood Rd.
Moscow, ID 83843



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
hilary capstick
6720 johnstown loop
tallahassee, FL 32309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juliette Dzija
60 Court St.
Auburn, ME 04210
 



(2-7) 333- 6601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juliette Dzija
60 Court St.
Auburn, ME 04210
 



(2-7) 333- 6601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carol wiseth
470 feliz creek road
hopland, CA 95449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Brandes
3935 N Country Club Rd, Apt 20B
Tucson, AZ 85716
 



(520) 327-2284



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kerry MacInnes
3589 Walnut Street
LAFAYETTE, CA 94549



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Munger
S8821 County Line Rd.
Mondovi, WI 54755



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Cameron
12970 Hwy 8 Bus #81
El Cajon, CA 92021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am very familiar with this situation because my husband, a ground water professional,
and I lived in Las Vegas for awhile.
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and its indigenous ecology, and am appalled at the
Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water
annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water
to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce Dillenberger



1 Lake Louise Drive    #42
Bellingham, WA 98229-2782



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Kelly Gerst
15 Eldorado Ct
Rockhill, MO 63119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darija Mandic
setaliste pet danica 80
Herceg-Novi, ot 31000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Paolini
4876 Speak Lane
San Jose, CA 95118-3712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellie McCaffrey
4357 Almond st.
Philadelphia, PA 19137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Stone
25031 Silverleaf Lane
Laguna Hills, CA 92653



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
david loudenback
8740 tuscany ave
playa del rey, CA 90293
 



3107216998



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynnea Lux-Kosiewicz
416 SE 16th Ave
Hillsboro, OR 97123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha WD Bushnell
502 Ord Drive
Boulder, CO 80303-4732
 



303-554-0827



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
If the city of Las Vegas needs to stopgrowing and to reduce water demand!
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jjoe sanders
1185winton rd



Rochester, NY 14618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Woolridge
207 Wardour Drive
Annapolis, MD 21401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn Bengston
37 North St
Belchertown, MA 01007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Francesca Angelesco
PO Box 2726
Napa, CA 94558



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ben Frandzel
206 Bancroft Way #4
Pacifica, CA 94044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beate Naderimeiabadi
Hamelmannstraße 29
Oldenburg, ot 26129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth M. Tuff
38642 Strawbridge Parkway
Sandy, OR 97055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Leanne Friedman
1576 Drake Dr.
Davis, CA 95616-0853
 



(530) 756-6682



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edwin Ek
11150 Santa Monica Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William McKibbin
1110 Sussex Lane
Flint, MI 48532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Deamer
605 Glenwood Avenue
Mill Valley, CA 94941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susanne  leininger
3016 victory palm dr.
edgewater, FL 32141
 



386-427-2684



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Schreiber
962 Red Feather Ct.
Incline Village, NV 89451



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. kristen hillliard
BROOME st
catskill, NY 12414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shannon Harper
511 old mill rd
Castle hayne, NC 28429



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jamie Gwynn
2304 Dovetail St.
Pflugerville, TX 78660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Lutsky
7 Slope Drive
Hackettstown, NJ 07840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
harriet alto
4423 Gill Ave.
Dunsmuir, CA 96025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marlyce Childers
2125 S. Hosmer St.
Tacoma, WA 98405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Mazzolini
4704 N Kenmore Ave  Apt 4A
Chicago, IL 60640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phyllis Katz
8929 Holly Place
Los Angeles, CA 90046
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Jones
5139 Green Key Road
New Port Richey, FL 34652



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
d. hurlburt
box 272
weston, VT 05161



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rene Voss
Attorney
15 Alderney Rd
San Anselmo, CA 94960





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerard Swainson
9343 Athens Rd
Fairfax, VA 22032-1213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Bains
1721 Myrtle Beach Drive
Lady Lake, FL 32159-6210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am not now, but I spent many years living in Tonopah.
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Firestone
9 Hazelton Dr.
White Plains, NY 10605





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Drew Reese
PO Box 1092
Joshua Tree, CA 92252



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Rayle
PO Box 64250
Tucson, AZ 85728



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Coughlin
910 Tia Juana Street
Colorado Springs, CO 80909-5031
 



(719) 574-3349



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juli Shields
699 Powers Road
Conklin, NY 13748



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
conservative rep Cal E Lash
3145 E Chandler Blvd 110-444
Phoenix, AZ 85048
 



(602) 316-1755



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Rosner
861 Pacific St
Brooklyn, NY 11238



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kat Coyer
1044 Throne Drive
Eugene, OR 97402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don gray
119 old mountain rd
Lebanon, NJ 08833



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helene Vion
1903 Commonwealth
houston, TX 77006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ashley Meehan
419 Glennora Way
Buellton, CA 93427



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Molly Hansen
108 Old State Hwy
Shoshone, CA 92384



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Johnston
9 Golf Drive
Clayton, GA 30525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Saunders
8455 13th St. N. Apt. D
St. Petersburg, FL 33702-7950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ming ong
1907 misty woods dr
Duluth, GA 30097



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Betz
126 Spring Street
Syracuse, NY 13208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan A. Johnson
1561 Ahihi St
Honolulu, HI 96819
 



(808) 947-4247



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Shutes
Lab Manager
336 Country View Dr
Pipe Creek, TX 78063



 
210-771-5875



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cornelia Powell
135 Little Bear Trail
Cullowhee, NC 28723



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Frances
399 Carpenteria Road
Aromas, CA 95004-9709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wileen Clark
1550 Augusta Street
Lynchburg, VA 24501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mari T. T Echevarria
11605 Lanesborough Way, Apt 407
Farragut, TN 37934-1698
 



865-966-9222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Byknish
1800 Custer Orangeville Rd
Masury, OH 44438



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
WILLIAM REBER
45-805 puupele st
KANEOHE, HI 96744



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sally abrams
138 cortland
san francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
d. hurlburt
box 272
weston, VT 05161



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Dale Matlock
1413 N. Branciforte Avenue
Santa Cruz, CA 95065-1226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hyla Bolsta
27760 N. Hwy 1
Fort Bragg, CA 95437-8910
 



(707) 964-7646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stu lip
Arthur
Eugene, OR 97402
 



(541) 255-3660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Deibler
13104 Brandenburg Hollow Road
Smithsburg, MD 21783



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Winkle
301 S. State St.
Ukiah, CA 95482



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorraine Ramos
3350 Rio Grande Lane
Cincinnati, OH 45244-3131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Raupp
9145 W. Parkway
Detroit, MI 48239



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joan scott
5632 cochin ave
arcadia, CA 91006
 



6263506247



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ginger Alexakis Davis
3470 Jeanne Drive
Parma, OH 44134



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Perolina Fernandes
200 - 1333 West Broadway
Vancovuer, BC V6H 4C6



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I  am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why pump
water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marian Boutet
280 Melrose St
Rochester, NY 14619
 
(585) 328-4271



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Heeman
1723 State Hwy.51
Morris, NY 13808



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stu lip
Arthur
Eugene, OR 97402
 



(541) 255-3660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Reback
1606 N. Avenue 55
Los Angeles, CA 90042-1107
 



310-966-7751



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leah Yamaguchi
1954 SE 182nd Ave
Portland, OR 97233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey DiLallo
9305 Monona Drive
La Mesa, CA 91942



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Allert
10201 S. 86th. Terrace
Palos Hills, IL 60465



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Brennan
125 Woodview Drive
Cortland, OH 44410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ori Rawlings
39 Holly Dr
Crystal Lake, IL 60014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Fitzgibbon
2 Colonial Way
Aliso Viejo, CA 92656



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Parag Shah
1025 Williams Way Apt 2
Mountain view, CA 94040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Barbara Boros
3733 Mariana Way
Santa Barbara, CA 93105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paulette tansey
4960 sky st
san diego, CA 92110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Susan Workman
212 Clay Drive
Winston Salem, NC 27107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louis Goldstein
10 Mellow Wood Place
The Woodlands, TX 77381
 



281-298-2786



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mark roule
po box 245
new lebanon, NY 12125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Brezny
40 Highland St
Asheville, NC 28801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stu lip
Arthur
Eugene, OR 97402
 



(541) 255-3660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
merian soto
360 Pelham rd
Philadelphia, PA 19119-3110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
WE MUST STOP SACRIFICING OUR NATURAL LANDSCAPE AND WILDLIFE SO A
FEW DEVELOPERS CAN GET RICH.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Conservation Cha William H. Miller



322 Scott Ave
Fort Collins, CO 80521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brezy Wiker-Kemenesi
106 Ave San Dimas
San Clemente, CA 92672



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Yakoban
240 e palisades ave
englewood, NJ 07631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zacharia Costa
415 Hancock St
Richmond, VA 23220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Valentino
30 falson Lane
Morganville, NJ 07751



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kit Mason
1508 Sanford Rd.
Silver Spring, MD 20902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Pelham
150 E 7th St #C7
New York, NY 10009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicholas Gimbrone
11704 BRIARY BRANCH CT
RESTON, VA 20191
 



7033912961



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Pierson
435 N. Naomi
Burbank, CA 91505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hugh Moore
166 N 1st St Unit 4
Unit 4
El Cajon, CA 92021



 
619-793-5397



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Polly Armstrong
715 St. George Road
South Thomaston, ME 0458



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing because I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to
pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada, when water needs can be met much more sustainably by means of increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options.
 
Because of the catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this
groundwater extraction, the pipeline proposal can in no way be deemed "environmentally
sound."I am deeply concerned about the impact this would have on the Great Basin and all
the plants and animals that live there,
 
 Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Fletcher
525 W. 238th St. Apt. A1
Apt. A1
Bronx, NY 10463-1820
 
718 796 8223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Perry Wilkes
PO Box 6460
 
Nogales, AZ 85628





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Mercadante
5335 1/2 E Carson St
Long Beach, CA 90808-1805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rose M. Berkowitz
10610 Morado Circle, Apt. 922
Austin, TX 78759-5554



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Gina Hall
26930 SE 416th ST
ENUMCLAW, WA 98022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss Livia Borak
1707 Aldersgate Road
Encinitas, CA 92024
 



8582052533



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Mericle
201 Park Pl
Ithaca, NY 14850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matt Fossum
3022 onyx place
Eugene, OR 97405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michela Rebuli
109 Manitoulin Drive
London, ON N5W 1M5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susan damato
222 smith hall
syracuse, NY 13244



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
GINA RADIEVE
1811 H ST APT 4
SACRAMENTO, CA 95811



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Sue  Ghilotti
P.O. Box 803
Colfax, CA 95713



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sandra Douglass
Cartographer
539 Power Dr.
Duncanville, TX 751216



 
6825511463



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Constance Morse
3065 Finnian Way #301
Dublin, CA 94568
 



925-640-4681



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Sprehn
2472 5th Street
La Verne, CA 91750



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Brocious
5170 Columbus Ave #7
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Cope
217 N Racine Ave
Waukesha, WI 53186



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jade Hersom
6440 Jackson Dr
San Diego, CA 92119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you on behalf of the plants and animals of the Great Basin.
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Please
tell them that Las Vegas must support their unsustainable growth through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. Please tell them that Las
Vegas must support their unsustainable growth through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options.
 
Sincerely,
 
M. McIntosh
P. O. Box 18032
Kansas City, MO 64133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. PATTI & SCOTT MARTIN
17249 HELEN K DR
SPRING HILL, FL 34610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brandon Okone
6022 Woodshire
Westerville, OH 43081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Sara Graziosa
41 Old Turnpike Road South
East Canaan, CT 06024-2618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Sara Graziosa
41 Old Turnpike Road South
East Canaan, CT 06024-2618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dale Giese
6581 Montevista Dr
Cincinnati, OH 45224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mari Mennel-Bell
1524 Bayview Drive
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Howard
Davenport rd
Cape town, ot 8001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Martha Doty
10430 SW 133 Court
Miami, FL 33186



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Isn't the Colorado River enough ?
The Colorado does not go to the sea anymore.
It peters out in the Mexican desert, robbed of water for Las Vegas and other cities.
Leave the gound waters alone !
 
 
 
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the



table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim W Flewelling
PO Box 744
Redmond, OR 97756
 
(541) 923-4681



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlotte Alexandre
10345 Adams Place
Thornton, CO 80229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Dentzman
419 Holmes Street
Lemont, IL 60439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Reading
PO Box 20223
Sedona, AZ 86341-0223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Uyenishi
12425 74th Ln. S. #24
Seattle, WA 98178



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Kaminsky
98 Hoyt St.  Apt. 5F
Stamford, CT 06905-5778



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hedda Hamiln
360 Capri Isles Ct.
Punta Gorda, FL 33950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexander Grieg
2054 E. Lemon Creek Rd.
Berrien Springs, MI 49103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Veronica Goddard
Cresswell Court
Mansfield, ot NG19 9PR



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dana Hartman
PO Box 247
Pendleton, OR 97801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Llinas
10111 86th Ave
Richmond Hill, NY 11418
 



(718) 997-5622



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Twitmyer
22463 ORchard Grass Terr
Ashburn, VA 20148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vincent Da Forno
383 Old Russell St.
Woburn, MA 01801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Michael Rubin
80B Park Road
Fairfax, CA 94930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Larry Mayfield
444 1/2 McPeak
Ukiah, CA 95482
 



(707) 468-3804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Taylor
107 Welch Avenue
Talladega, AL 35160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Duquette
2509 Sierra Blvd.
Sacramento, CA 95825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darshan Jessop
PO Box 2555
Espanola, NM 87532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
IRIS BLANDO
111 timberjack st
simpsonville, SC 29680



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erik Green
108 Arroyo Pl.
Santa Cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mohanan Pisharody
6018 Calle de Felice
San Jose, CA 95124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jesse Rosbrow
399 Sackett St., Apt. 2
Brooklyn, NY 11231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Webb
2720 Highland Ct
St Joseph, MI 49085



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Cox
842 NE Jessup St
Portland, OR 97211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evan M Fales
1215 Oakcrest St.
Iowa City, IA 52246
 



(319) 338-1441



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jamie Fillmore
15090 NW Oakmont Loop
Beaverton, OR 97006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sean welch
529 harvey street
san marcos, TX 78666



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Hartnett
3854 Settle Road
Cincinnati, OH 45227-3022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Paul Torrence
16282 Watergap Road
Williams, OR 97544-9562
 



(541) 846-6016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sally Cummings
12 Malpass Rd
Albany, NY 12203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Judy kramer
162 vincent st
chagrin falls, OH 44022-2915



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jose Luis Sanchez
Convento de Hueyapan lote 148B fracc San Buenaventura 5a seccion
Fracc San Buenaventura 5a secc
Ixtapaluca, ot 56530



 
5520920304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rob Firmin
642 Beloit Ave
Kensington, CA 94708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am INCENSED at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we ignore magnificent wildlife in the area to support  unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you as the
state engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Hadderman
1017 Santa Rita St.
Silver City, NM 88061
 
(575) 534-9658



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Greene
80 N Miami Street
Wabash, IN 46992



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Smith
910 west wood st.
bloomington, IL 61701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jennifer Jules hart
1310 N Gardner St
los angeles, CA 90046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CHRIS GILMER
2112 glen forest dr
Greenville, SC 29607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tamara Daly
142 Kenrickk St.
Brighton, MA 02135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl L Parkins
4285 Gilbert St.
Oakland, CA 94611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jennifer Jules hart
1310 N Gardner St
los angeles, CA 90046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Trent Block
P.O. Box 5823
Incline Village, NV 89450



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Doner
4323 Brown St., #148
Dallas, TX 75219-2537



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Dupray
604 S. Juniper Street
Escondido, CA 92025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Wilson
P. O. Box 563
Hawley, PA 18428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Overmann
508 El Camino Real #4
Burlingame, CA 94010-5141



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Jackson
49 Bere Lane
Glastonbury, ot BA6 8BD



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Frank Fredenburg
109 Lewis Road
Milford, PA 18337-7720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jorge Penafiel
206 grand st
eugene, OR 97405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carlos Florido, OSF
1238 42nd Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rmaryam petersson
77 limekiln rd
tuckahoe, NY 10707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Gorman
13 Jennings Road
Hamburg, NJ 07419-1701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Mcdonnell
1322 N Vail Ave
Arlington Heights, IL 60004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tina Cohen
100 Bain Ave
Toronto, ON M4K qE8



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David M Klingel
11815 Oakridge
Pinckney, MI 48169
 



(734) 878-2174



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Anderson
252 Rendezvous Ln.
Mountain View, AR 72560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Candace Albert
1700 Street Road # C-5
Warrington, PA 18976



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Peggy Cyphers
610 10 St
Brooklyn, NY 11215
 
Peggy Cyphers



610 10 St
Brooklyn, NY 11215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy McRae-Case
2441 Abigail Court
Prince Frederick, MD 20678



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karin Clarno
622 34th Street South
Birmignham, AL 35222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Corina Duran-Chavez
3218 Reva Drive
Concord, CA 94519



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lis Nicewander
po box 889
St. John, VI 00830



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Robbins
PO Box 101
Mackinaw City, MI 49701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Lilly
6114 Caminito Sacate
San Diego, CA 92120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Las Vegas has destroyed and killed enough.  Stop them now!
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Marshall
818 Windsor Rd



Arnold, MD 21012
 
410-765-7543



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Makinen
1726 Page St #3
San Francisco, CA 94117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chet Thomas
1459 Arden Drive SW
Marietta, GA 30008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sharon Ponsford
12111 Henno Road
Glen Ellen, CA 95442
 



707 938 2669



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Because I am concerned about our environment in general I am writing to you because I
care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MR JC Bower
1904 Gary St
Sumner, WA 98390





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stacy Schaefer
4501 Owensville Sudley Road
Harwood, MD 20776



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dean Young
11588 Summit Ridge Dr.
Viola, WI 54664



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Shadwick
2772 Truman Aldrich Pkwy
West Blocton, AL 35184-3813



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Younger
125 Cummiskey Rd.
Dushore, PA 18614
 



570-928-9273



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marnie Hirschey
7231 Elmbrook Drive
Fort Wayne, IN 46835



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Wallace
2126 Clinch Valley Rd
Treaedway, TN 37881



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Buckler
7010 Thomas Street
Hollywood, FL 33024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Penny Hammack
2016 Hurstview Dr.
Hurst, TX 76054-2906
 



817-788-9249



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Gentile
General Delivery
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-9999
 



(954) 549-6222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Schlise
3303 N Humboldt
Milwaukee, WI 53212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ingrid Hirth
703 Timber Trail
Pacific Grove, CO 93950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Nicoll
6420 East Tropicana #70
#70
Las Vegas, NV 89122



 
702-630-1181



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alana Davis
748 Woodland Terrace, Apt. 2A
Sharon Hill, PA 19079-1248
 



6103248026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Lori Snyder
962 Centennial Rd.
New Oxford , PA 17350
 



717-870-6919



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Réka Török
Búzavirág
Gödöll?, ot 2100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Romano
315 Grant Street
Santa Cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Henry Rauchweld
265 Frnkln Ave
Wyckoff, NJ 07481-2846



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Martin
2400 10th St
Orlando, FL 32820-1823



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Sigmann
3732 Rocky Shore Dr
Sturgeon Bay, WI 54235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Farkash
1964 S. Oswego Way
Aurora, CO 80014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Seewester
1929 New Jersey St.
Fairfield, CA 94533
 



(707) 422-7934



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sharleen kapp
7 Upper Church St.
West Springfield, MA 01089/3187



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Walker
966 Willow Creek Rd. #32
966 Willow Creek Rd. #32
Lake Arrowhead, CA 92352



 
909-337-1279



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Ranker
2311 Armstrong St
Honolulu, HI 96822



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Tower
444 Graham
Montreal, QC H3P2C9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robert e elkins
13 river st apt 5-4
billerica, MA 01821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
F Williams
1276 Hobson Oaks
naperville, IL 60540
 



630 4338003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kimberley Kaye
54 Oak Street
Hudson Falls, NY 12839
 



(518) 747-5547



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n/a Maria Studer
127 Springtime Lane West
Levittown, NY 11756
 



5165798790



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Ladd
4008 Sussex Dr
Nashville, TN 37207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Marks
23520 Dart Drive
Tehachapi, CA 93561



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Ziller-Caritey
16755 Salmonberry road
Brookings, OR 97415



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Ginsburg
2933 N Sheridan Rd
Chicago, IL 60657
 



734-646-0096



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Letizia Cuscela
via San Donato 8
Parma, ot 43122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lucy Wolpin
4245 Waterloo Circle
Tucker, GA 30084



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Matt Stedman
Gloucester Ave.
Montauk, NY 11954



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Madelyn Mole'
8317 Peekskill Ln.
Houston, TX 77075



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allen Griffith
8704-A Cainwood Lane
Austin, TX 78729



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Persia Woolley
7777 Bodega Ave. #F-2
Sebastopol, CA 95472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerica Smith
11289 Laurelwalk Drive
Laurel, MD 20708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Walton
1800 Exchange
Wichita, KS 67213-5033
 



316-265-3751



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Bianca
9208 Oswald Way,#1B
Rosedale, MD 21237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Fairley
2079 Delaware #23
Berkeley, CA 94709
 



510 5484632



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Soccio
46363 Hampshire Station Drive
Sterling, VA 20165-6466



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth MacNeil
530 South Henderson Road #1
King of Prussia, PA 19406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joni Frazier
72922 cr 376
covert, MI 49043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Nelson
9445 s 232nd st
Kent, WA 98031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Renato Campino
S. F. X.
Setubal, ot 2900
 



555-7119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lily Maisky
15 Rue de Suisse
Brussels, ot 1060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marvin Meadors
840 Post Street, apt. 408
San Francisco, CA 94109
 



415-673-2142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joni Frazier
72922 cr 376
covert, MI 49043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
eliza gilkyson
5405 jEFFBURN cV
austin, TX 78745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dianne Patrizzi
564 N. Oakland Ave.
Pasadena, CA 91101
 



626 390 0750



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
valerie j jackson
6105 bateman ave
stanwood, WA 98292



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carrie Dale
231 Autumn Drive
Exton, PA 19341



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Flora Pino García
c/ romero 12
Alameda del Valle, Madrid, ot 28749



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Kline
748 North 18th Street
San Jose, CA 95112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Coyle
428 Earl Ave
Kent, OH 44240
 



 



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Faraldo
29 Hickory Hill
Montvale, NJ 07645-1006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lisa Fenstermacher
8948 Angleton Place
Dallas, TX 75243
 



(972) 880-7428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Whalen
436 Acorn Dr.
Dayton, OH 45419



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Anders
P.O. Box 1923
Middleburg, FL 32050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anne foley
728 richey ave
oaklyn, NJ 08107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Redden
2952 Hartford St.
Salt Lake City, UT 84106
 



8016992998



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
V.E. Perkins
11151 E Grant Road
Franktown, CO 80116-9221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals
that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colleen Stalnaker
13255 Windygate Lane
Saint Louis, MO 63146



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bryan Petrulis
7818 Lakeside Dr.
Tinley Park, IL 60487



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate Miller
21 Marshall Circle
Downingtown, PA 19335



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shelley Blessing
1728 Long Hollow Pike
Gallatin, TN 37066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carolyn hall
box 294
carbondale, CO 81623



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Arthur Swers
163 Happy Trails S.E.
Floyd, VA 24091



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Broughton
9936 Jan
St. Louis, MO 63123-6912



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Derek Williams
260 East Lake Drive
Decatur, GA 30030
 



(404) 377-7767



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and the plants and animals that live there and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why pump water to
southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting
their water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management, and
desalination?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you, the
state engineer, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if you find that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed, and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn, and elk.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah. I strongly urge you to deny the authority's water-right applications based on
the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In view of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be rejected.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Marilyn L Martin
6020 Loganwood Drive
Rockville, MD 20852
 
(301) 881-8519



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arlene Alvarado
2223 Gaylord Ave
Butte, MT 59701
 



(406) 533-8042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce Adams
28 Hilltop Rd
Windsor, CT 06095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I do not understand why as humans we keep destroying our planet. This is our home. It
has sheltered us and kept us for millions of years yet in a few decades we are managing to
destroy it and all that we share it with. It has to stop.
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. The
Great Basin needs this water as do all the plants and animals that live there,
 
Why pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Elizabeth Clayton
8600 NW 30th Terrace
Miami, FL 33122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marco Malatesta
Piazza della Fornace 11
San Giovanni Valdarno, ot 52027
 



+393805267920



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brad Woodman
1713 Harrison St
Evanston, IL 60201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Ellaine  Lurie-Janicki
238 Benham Hill Road
West Haven, CT 06516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris  Papa
1308 3rd Ave W
Seattle, WA 98119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela San Miguel
P. O. Box 1174
Santa Cruz, CA 95061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mindy maxwell
temple street
Boston, MA 02114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Earnshaw
Box 502
La Plata, NM 87418



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Winter
916 Iron Horse Dr.
San Marcos, CA 92078-7910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harry Robinson
3835 Lee CT, #3
Juneau, AK 99801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alessia Rotondo
Via San Filippo
Frosinone, ot 03029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theodore Bahn
428 Childers St
Pensacola, FL 32534



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Aylward
651 Sierra Vista Ave.
Mountain View, CA 94043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Simondson
160 Viscount Drive
Williamsville, NY 14221-1770
 



716-636-0604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shane daugherty
87996 bill creek ln
bandon, OR 97411
 



5414049349



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wade Williams
10905 Hackney Dr.
Riverview, FL 33578
 



813 671 4547



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mitsuka Thiem
4816 hollow corner rd unit 257
culver city, CA 90230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Helen Greer
1170 W. Wabash St. #32
Tucson, AZ 85705-1465



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia McLendon
5730 Quince # 5
Memphis, TN 38119
 



9017679835



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacqueline Dern
9708 116th Ave NE
Kirkland, WA 98033
 



(206) 910-6200



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Knebel
516 S. Marlborough Ave
Dallas, TX 75208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger Fairchild
8216 marshall ct
Arvada, CO 80003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
frank florin
n12902 274rd  st
boyceville, WI 54725
 



715 455 1545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothea Paiva
4706 W. 69th Terrace
Prairie Villae, KS 66208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sean Kilpatrick
16 W. 16th St., Apt. 1-PN
New York, NY 10011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sandra del
rua miguel pereira 29/102
rio de janeiro, ot 22261090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Fullerton
2315 Frederick Drive
Winston-Salem, NC 27103-5504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Not only would the Great Basin be environmentally damaged beyond repair, but its eco-
tourism value would be greatly diminished.  I travel extensively throughout the area.  If the
shrubland habitat and the wetland/spring/riparian habitat is lost, there would be no reason
for me to visit this beautiful area.  No reason to visit and therefore no reason for me to
contribute to the local economies of this area.
 



Sincerely,
 
Sandra Brockman
4503 Terrace Downs Way
Sacramento, CA 95842



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Knittel
27540 Sherlock Ct
Los Altos Hills, CA 94022
 



650 325-2259



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Smith
1801 Westlake Drive
Austin, TX 78746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evan Silberstein
605 Ponahawai St
HILO, HI 96720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lawrence Turk
POB 203
Hendersonville, NC 28793
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Henes
279 Sterling Place
Brooklyn, NY 11238



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Reid
143 E. 100 S. #6
Kanab, UT 84741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leonard Thompson
500 W Mulberry St
Kokomo, IN 46901-4454



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
david robinson
pobox 151
curlew, WA 99118
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick England
819 Liberty St
El Cerrito, CA 94530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawn Draper
PO Box 67
Albany, OR 97321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Smyla
22 Sterling Ave
Sloatsburg, NY 10974



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miryam Bachrach
8717Airdrome Street
Los Angeles, CA 90035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Hall
12360 W Nevada Pl #202
Lakewood, CO 80228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betty Stewart
2 Eton Cove
Newport News, VA 23608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stefan Taylor
7517 N. 40th St., Apt. F-204
Tampa, FL 33604
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kay LaBanca
1510 North 4th St.
St. Charles, MO 63301-2127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Kent
2736 Ganges Pkace
Davis, CA 95616
 



530-220-4283



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tony  Bavry
224 W Kenworth Rd
Columbus , OH 43214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Davis
665 Cooledge Avenue
Atlanta, GA 30306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Richard Rose
6118 Barbara St.
Jupiter, FL 33458
 



(561) 747-2050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vicky Voght
1021 Lucernce Dr
2-A
Menasha, WI 54952





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Glasser
2293 Laurel Glen
Soquel, CA 95073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss Rhyan Grech
6931 Mystic Ln
Sarasota, FL 34243



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M Leszczynski
1879 Manchester Dr
Lapeer, MI 48446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rick Ilgin
840 Terraza
Irving, TX 75039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Krommer C.S.J.
2957 S. Brighton Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90018-3123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annika E. Pellegrini
Hertistr. 8
5704, ot 5704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Griesgraber
PO Box 144
Finley, CA 95435



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Hamond
6068 U S Hwy 98 Ste 1-161
Hattiesburg, MS 39402-8883



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Correa
95Griswold Rd
Wethersfield, CT 06109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Stewart
po box 2659
cave junction, OR 97523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andy Baltensperger
1701 Army Rd
Fairbanks, AK 99709
 



(907) 378-7367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Lauer
1857 Stanley Ave.
Signal Hill, CA 90755



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
arthur f. meincke
711 Hickory st.
Roswell, NM 88203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Kowzan
13644 Deering Lane
Moorpark, CA 93021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Jacobson
682 Tennessee St
San Francisco, CA 94107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard  Garringer
90 Roundup Rd.
Oroville, WA 98844



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Lori Kegler
810 W. 27th St.
San Pedro, CA 90731
 



310-406-5232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bharat Ratra
3700 Stratford Terrace
Manhattan, KS 66503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randy Thomas
304 Dover Dr.
Richardson, TX 75080
 



214-402-8513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Reva Lux
2229 Breyman St NE
Salem, OR 97301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Salim Ali
209 Prospect Street, Apt 405
East Orange, NJ 07017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Mazza
3600 e univ
phx, AZ 85034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I used to live in Las Vegas and I saw water being wasted to water golf courses in the
middle of the day on the hottest and driest days in the summer.
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha James
2425 Brookside Ave.



Kissimmee, FL 34744



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted -- and
gives you no authority whatsoever to declare it as such, if all you are really doing is saying,
"if it's a financial windfall for the gambling, hotel and tourist industries, then it's got to be
OK for me, regardless of the economic and environmental havoc it will produce." 
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Gale



75 Eastmoor Avenue, APT. #4
Daly City, CA 94015-3727



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marc Gordon
1474 Samedra Street
Sunnyvale, CA 94087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raymond Fryer
1 Teresa Rd
Hopkinton, MA 01748-2407



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Proett
2642 Carolina Ave
Redwood City, CA 94061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
DON'T LET THE INSANITY THAT RUINED OWENS VALLEY RUIN THE GREAT BASIN!!
 Instead, get people involved to institute a leading program of conservation in Las Vegas.
We need to stop being shortsighted and learn from the mistakes of our past.  The law says
you must!  Not to mention, the destruction of the environment, the species that live there
and the livelyhoods of the people that farm there will be on your head.  BE REALISTIC
AND PLEASE DON'T LET THIS HAPPEN!!
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrub land
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.



 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Cullen
30532 Hilltop Way
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Flurry Dowe
7821 Linda Vista Rd #32
San Diego, CA 92111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chad Stachowiak
1203 N Main St
Blacksburg, VA 24060-3175



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adele Henkel
POB 4344
Kailua Kona, HI 96745-4344



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia L Marlatt
3863 Fredonia Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90068
 



(323) 874-2818



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Daly
847 Bucksport Road
Ellsworth, ME 04605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Wander
28 Warner Road
Newton, NJ 07860
 



973-579-2293



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Chrostowski
7708 Takoma Ave
Takoma Park, MD 20912
 



2406788250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Szilard
6217 S. Hill Street
Littleton, CO 80120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Imad Lutfi
monroe st.
tallahassee, FL 32303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica  Nagar
161 Slocum Ave
St Louis, MO 63119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. angela fazzari
5414 ne halsey st.
portland, OR 97213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Giles
7009 Hanging Vine Way
Tallahassee, FL 32317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Florence Erwin
319 Archer Street
New Westminster, BC V3L 4E3



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raymond Smart
5037 Beacon Hill Drive
New Port Richey, FL 34652



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing because am against the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. We must not pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water, if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
The definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute.  It is reasonable to deem
the water authority's request as such given the catastrophic and irreversible impacts that
would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as documented in the Bureau of
Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would be staggering, and some species of desert fish and springsnails
would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the imperiled
greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn
and elk.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to
the authority for meeting reasonable water demands.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Nitz
802 Front
Missoula, MT 59802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Leilani Clark
87-370 Kaohe Mauka Pl
Captain Cook, HI 96704
 



87-370 Ka'ohe Mauka Pl



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matt J Rauch
118 Calvert Ct
Ukiah, CA 95482
 



(707) 467-0433



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. L Hamburber
1319 15th Ave.
SF, CA 94122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jackson Gilmore
29  Riverview Dr NE
Iowa City, IA 52240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Mikkelson
Po Box 332
Richford, VT 05476
 



514-849-9485



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Penkrot
1611 Crosby Lane
Iowa City, IA 52240-5815



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M. Ruth Smith
1695 SW Wellington Ave
Portland, OR 97225-4719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kirk & Ann Jacobs
3205 Erie St.
Laramie, WY 82070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Brunton
12718 Forest Hills Drive
Tampa, FL 33612-4035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phyllis Dunaetz
1331 Brooke Way
Gardnerville, NV 89410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Winters
2314 Delancey Place
Philadelphia, PA 19103
 



2153502586



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Baskauf
102 Keri Drive
Pleasant View, TN 37146



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colleena Perez
3621 Chestnut St. Apt. A
Lafayette, CA 94549



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Curator Stephen Lesjak
9950 Road 39
Mancos, CO 81328
 



970-570-0087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chanda Clark
2106 Buckingham Dr NW
Cedar Rapids, IA 52405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Warner
2056 W. Hwy. 154, #12
Santa Ynez, CA 93460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elve Latham-Whiteside
35 Hartford gardens
Altrincham
Manchester, ot Wa15 7ep





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Glaze
2215 El Paseo Rd Apt 7
Las Cruces, NM 88001
 



575-312-3241



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carey A Knecht
1073 60th St.
Oakland, CA 94608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Burton
235 Guadalupe St.
Kerrville , TX 78028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Todd Fisk
10956 Caminito Cuesta
San Diego, CA 92131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Somers
950 Barnett Way apt 52
Madera, CA 93637



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gina Mundy
3643 Turkey Creek Drive
Austin, TX 78730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Green
817 Pacificview Dr.
Bellingham, WA 98229
 



360.733.9180



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriella Turek
112 N. Michigan Ave #12
Pasadena, CA 91106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Lawrence
883 Park Place Drive
Virginia Beach, VA 23451
 



757-388-5184



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marsha Talifarro
1918 W Hazelwood Pkwy
Phoenix, AZ 85015
 



6023360337



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Holden
PO 254733
Sacramento, CA 95865



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Chavis
148th
Portland, OR 97224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karins Basham
Bury St Edmunds
Suffolk, ot IP33 2RR



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Love
3 D Plateau Place
Greenbelt, MD 20770



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juan Cruz
8208 Morton Ave.
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91739



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice I jena
110-16 84 avenue
richmond hill, NY 11418-1246
 



(718) 846-8789



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Parry
2715 Mayfair Ave. N.
Seattle, WA 98109-1741
 



206-283-7397



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Kindly note that, although I live in the UK, I am an American citizen.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Stone
103 Albert Dock, 17A New Wharf Road



17A New Wharf Road
London, ot N1 9R



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tony Girolami
5516 105th Ave NE
Kirkland, WA 98033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda DeMarino
493 S. Ogden Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shaheen Nauman
C-1/3, Maymar View Apts, Block17, Gulshan-e-Iqbal
karachi, ot 75300



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Duval Jr
68 Killearn Road
Millbrook, NY 12545
 



(845) 605-1007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Sullivan
40 Hawks Lift Drive
Waynesville, NC 28786



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lin Koester
PO Box 911
Camp Verde, AZ 86322



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shannon Roscoe
884 N Bailey St
Philadelphia, PA 19130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dora Hardegger
Im oberen Boden
Zuerich, ot 8049



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ean O'Reilly
40 Sunview Drive
San Francisco, CA 94131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Nowels
1511 Talent
Talent, OR 97540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joshua Simpson
424 West 110th St. #18D
New York City, NY 10025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Davis
3536 Pocahontas Dr.
Largo, FL 33774



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Buchsbaum
610 Spruce Street
Philadelphia, PA 19106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carmi Strom
5418 Timothy Dr.
San Diego, CA 92105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kimberly ambrose
1320 sulphur spring rd
baltimore, MD 21227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lorraine  Whipple
2205 Ferguson Rd
Stanley, NY 14561
 



585-526-6069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
PHILLIP GARCIA
2397  PANORAMIC  DR.
CONCORD, CA 94520-1320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Brech
5813 Richardson Mews Square
Baltimore, MD 21227-4291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Lovell
2432 north 75th Court
Elmwood Park, IL 60707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Abrantes
11 Chamberlin Drive
CAMBRIDGE, ON N1T1L8



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn & Gary Morris
7851 Gail dr.
Sneads, FL 32460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roy Nicholson
760 East Hampton Tpke.
Sag Harbor, NY 11963



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Travis Money
39 coach street
Canandaigua, NY 14424



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mitchell donian
204 w 10 st
new york, NY 10014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Megan Mikita
P O Box 242
DeFuniak Springs, FL 32435



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am horrified by the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management, and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be enormous, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. I strongly urge you to deny the authority's water-right applications
based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other
options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be
off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Tranter
4907 Manning Drive
Greensboro, NC 27410-4308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Brian Bobko
100 Country Lane
Stantonsburg, NC 27883
 



252-985-6001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Beaumariage
2443 El Paseo Cir
Las Vegas, NV 89121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim Taylor
2330 Camden Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90064
 



(310) 478-4709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sam Deatherage
24th St.
Oklahoma City, OK 73107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sophia Hartdegen
9 Richdale Ave #2
Somerville, MA 02145



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Melton
3209 Brookmeade
Deer Park, TX 77536



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. LADONNA HARRIS
288 PLACITAS RD
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate  Jamal
710 N. Van Buren St.
Wilmington, DE 19805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melanie Rabeau
6610 Ladoga Lane
New Market, MD 21774-6802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Tiemann
21973 e rosa rd
queen creek, AZ 85142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Hurst
4176 St. Teresa Ave.
St. Teresa, FL 32358
 



850-697-9230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Dorshkind
515 Nimitz Avenue
Redwood City, CA 94061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Vartigian
252 4th Avenue
Troy, NY 12182



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hap Hagood
312 N. Main St.
Clover, VA 24534



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. V enus Chaffins
4403 E. Thompson Rd.
Indianapolis, IN 46237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kirstin Arndt
210 W. Springfield St., Apt. 2
Boston, MA 02118
 



(617) 953-3936



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara DelGiudice
16901 32 Avenue SW
Burien, WA 98166



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We are writing to you because we care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants
and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dudley and Candace Campbell
Retired
13167 Ortley Place
Valley Glen, CA 91401



 
818-762-4331



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Minsook Kim
914 main st
Houston, TX 77002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Pingel
888 E Shady Ln Trlr 239
Neenah, WI 54956
 



920-450-7005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? We can look
to Owens Lake on the Eastern Sierra Nevada in California to see what will happen if this
interbasin transfer go forward. You are probably familiar with the history but Owens Lake
was a very large lake and larger ecosytem that dried up 11 years after the Los Angeles
Aqueduct was built. 
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Herley Jim Bowling
1718 Wellesley Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90025-3634



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris De Nuzzio
PO Box 79
Conway, NH 03818



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Murray
13644 spring grove
Dallas, TX 75240
 



972-458-0121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Wick
1247 Garden Circle
Cincinnati, OH 45215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Snyder
3703 SE 39th Ave
Portland, OR 97202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
eric dobson
675 Monte Rosa Dr
Menlo Park, CA 94025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Sawyer
341 S Bouldin St
Baltimore, MD 21224-2318



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
renae sandberg
1767 bitterbrush court
gardnerville, NV 89410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Hope
HC 81 Box 640
Questa, NM 87556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Thorp
889 N Portage path
Akron, OH 44303-1362
 



(330) 836-5483



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a citizen of the U.S. I am very concerned about the way our water resources are being
managed.  For this reason I and worried about this plan to pipe water from a currently
functioning ecosystem to a city that has chosen to grow in a reckless manner.  Why would
we pump this water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?  The days are gone when we feel we don't need to
pay attention to maintaining healthy ecosystems and better city planning and growth.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sally Thomas
720 Brockbank Rd.
Charlotte, NC 28209-4924





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Basler
9511 W. Ainslie St
Schiller Park , IL 60176
 



847 217-8880



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Harris
3404 Andy Harris Road
Rockford, TN 37853



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven B. Candler
1404 Lipan Trail
Austin, TX 78733



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Phillips
7207 Willow St
Sarasota, FL 34243



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Merrily Van Zevern
2130 Humboldt St.
Santa Rosa, CA 95404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Clewlow
2010 Ranch Road
Roberts Creek, BC V0N 2W5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S. Robertson
17 Grove St.
Shrewsbury, MA 01545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Lynch
14 Roselawn Ave
LaVale, MD 21502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aislinn McCarthy-Sinclair
2421 Sunrise Pl
Santa Rosa, CA 95409
 



707-494-9046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Hylton
4288 S 500 E
Salt Lake City, UT 84107-2873



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am adamantly opposed to the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
Why pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting its water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management, and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires that the
state engineer  deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if the proposed
transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin from which water is being
diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's draft environmental impact statement
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species such as cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand
acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial
streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn, and elk.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to
the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vinnedge M Lawrence
299 Saddleback Road
West Baldwin, ME 04091
 



(207) 625-3904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marianne Frusteri
2323 Wooster Rd.
Rocky River, OH 44116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Carruthers
896 Arboretum circle
Sagamore Hills, OH 44067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Shaffer
518 Napoleon
Johnstown, PA 15901-2614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
SHERRY AMEN
2005 SE CLATSOP ST
PORTLAND, OR 97202
 



5032364612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Manly
5556 Opihi St.
Honolulu, HI 96821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalie  Ramos
127 Marshall Ave.
Johnstown, PA 15905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah  Scarborough
948 S Alma School Rd
Mesa, AZ 85210
 



4807923669



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nicolette van sluis
912 marco pl
venice, CA 90291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wena Dows
10681 Ranch Road
Culver City, CA 90230
 



310 839-7231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Christman
311 Patleigh Rd
Catonsville, MD 21228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan Donzelli
1829 Ashton Lane
Kent, OH 44240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia A Orosz-Coghlan
2220 S. Placita Perlozzo
Tucson, AZ 85748
 



(520) 290-9485



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Austin
31380 Calle Felicidad
Temecula, CA 92591



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Merkel
833 Everding Street
Eureka, CA 95503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Stavros
809 Wayne Avenue
Altamonte Springs, FL 32701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Dear Mr. King,
"Plans to protect air and water, wilderness and wildlife are in fact plans to protect man,"
Stewart Udall.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Wendy Russell



 
Wendy Russell
PO Box 62
Patagonia, AZ 85624



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Katie VanDervort
204 Meredith Dr.
Muscle Shoals, AL 35661



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anita Hunt
CR 2750
Honey Grove, TX 75446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerald Swanson
4120 Pioneer Way
New Smyrna Beach, FL 32168



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Bur
1102 Birch St.
Hancock, MI 49930
 



906-482-8390



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Nichols
295 Old Flynns Cove Rd
Crossville, TN 38572-1844



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Moyer
793 Haycock Run Rd.
Kintnersville, PA 18930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Sakata
1825 Seaside Lane
Fernandina Beach, FL 32034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Bemetz
648 S Cascade Drive
Woodburn, OR 97071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathryn Carlson
2383 Riceville Road
Asheville, NC 28805
 



(828) 299-7503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
One of the first lessons we learn as children is the moral debauchery of robbing Peter to
pay Paul.  Unfortunately that is exactly what you are proposing with severe consequences
to the area that is being robbed of water.  That is why I am writing as I care deeply about
the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the
Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water
annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water
to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Richard Curtis



PO Box 451
Ethel, WA 98542
 
(360) 266-9905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Geoffrey Bruce
6703 Grandview Avenue
Arvada, CO 80002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Combs
20 Pennsylvania Avenue
Havertown, PA 19083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rocio Luparello
108 Lavenport Circle
Frederick, MD 21702
 



301-668-7044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonita Staas
11294 N. Henderson RD.
Orangeville, IL 61060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mayre Falta
1060 North Second Street
Silverton, OR 97381



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Geri Kromminga
114A Alki Rd
Vancouver, WA 98663



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Hudson
3522 Grandin Road
Roanoke, VA 24018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Hanzel
301 Dutton avenue
San Leandro, CA 94577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Emerson
250 Fort Washington Ave APT 5B
New York , NY 10032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
R Mercer
P. O. Box 1469
McCleary, WA 98557



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request,
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. So. Nevada heavily supports unsustainable growth so why send them our
Northern Nevada's water when there are viable means of meeting their water needs
through increased conservation?
 
Nevada's inter-basin water transfer statute, NRS 533.370(6) currently requires that the
state engineer,  deny an application for an inter-basin transfer of water if he finds the
diversion unsound environmentally.
 
While the definition of environmentally sound/ unsound is absent in the statute it seems
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such given the catastrophic,
irreversible impacts that can occur. , as documented in the BLM's draft environmental
impact statement. Habitats would be converted to dry grasses and annuals supporting
invasive species. In addition 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams will be
destroyed all for the sake of the current unsustainable practices in Southern Nevada!
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern
Nevada. The severe, environmentally unsound practices of Southern Nevada must stop, in
light of other options available.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vanessa abel
7502 Fairmount Avenue
el cerrito, CA 94530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathy fontana
3811 chalres ave
alexandria, VA 11205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Brand
PO Box 726
Butler, NJ 07405-0726



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matt Herman
2015 W. Wabansia
Chicago, IL 60647-5501
 



(312) 485-1555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brad Saunders
2428 Seneca St.
PASADENA, CA 91107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice A Rich PhD
150 Woodside Drive
San Anselmo, CA 94960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
judy howsam
1032 aird street
Saskatoon, SK s7n0t1



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Kinney
P.O. Box 315
Otego, NY 13825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robyn matra
505 82nd st
new york, NY 10028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Harris
26200 Frampton Ave.
Harbor City, CA 90710



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Newell
5818 NE 70TH ST A207
SEATTLE, WA 98115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Herman
304 Hopi Drive
Greensburg, PA 15601
 



7248321425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lesley Woodward
2618 Hampshire Rd.
Cleveland, OH 44106-2511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David  Marinsik
1736 Ensenada Ct.
Santa Rosa, CA 95401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Gaegler
3148 Plyers Mill RD
Kensington, MD 20895



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sean Jones
11626 Riverside Drive
North Hollywood, CA 91602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cory Rahmberg
2255 St. Charles Ave
New Orleans, LA 70130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Ashbaugh
148 Mayfair Drive
Pittsburgh, PA 15228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annamaria Ugolotti
asplanato siccardi
Sanremo, PA 18038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Daniel Vice
5121 Wickett Terrace
Bethesda, MD 20814
 



3015640295



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Graham
6675 Boyd Rd
Battle Creek, MI 49014
 



269-979-4668



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Rothwell
1525 w verde ln
Phoenix, AZ 85015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Nisoli
501 Primrose Road
Burlingame, CA 94705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeff baird
8034 south 1715 east
sandy, UT 84093
 



801-943-0318



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Romer
2015 13th ave, #8
oakland, CA 94606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert N. Hall
1946 Grove St. Apt. 3
San Francisco, CA 94117-1149
 



(415) 379-9852



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob G Kvaas
6271 Parkhurst Drive
Goleta, CA 93117-1623
 



(805) 964-4626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alina Parfenov
2868 EastMoreland dr
Columbus, OH 43208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Jackman
306 Del Oro Ave
Davis, CA 95616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alicja Trzopek
401 W. Stimpson Ave.
Linden, NJ 07036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juliana Ley
2153 Riverside Dr.
Sault Sainte Marie, MI 49783



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger Nehring
200 E Stearns Ave
Chamberlain, SD 57325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Binh Nguyen
626 South Spring Street
Los Angeles, CA 90014
 



3105006232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Wolf
3944 Cadena Drive
Oceanside, CA 92058
 



619-885-0765



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David McClosky
4289 Lakeshore Ave.
Oakland, CA 94610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
KARL Koessel
PO Box 257
Blue Lake, CA 95525-0257



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniella Culbert
8795 La Riviera Dr. # 49
Sacramento, CA 95826



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
THE ERA OF ENDLESS, FOOLISH GROWTH IN A NEARLY DRY DESERT IS OVER.
 
The Great Basin is home to a great variety of hardy yet delicate plants and animals at the
mercy of a very limited water supply.  I am dismayed at the "water grab" of the Southern
Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually
from that area while Las Vegas is in a deep recession. There are sustainable means of
meeting water needs through more reliance on conservation, intelligent growth, and, if
necessary, even desalination.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Watt
420 N. Oakland Ave., #18



Pasadena, CA 91101
 
626-683-0568



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eva V Bovenzi
1345 Stevenson St.
San Francisco, CA 94103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Censoplano
488 E Providencia Ave
Burbank, CA 91501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Patricia Miller
8705 E Upriver Dr
Spokane, WA 99212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heidi Hartman
691 Coppertree
Simi, CA 93065
 



8055122788



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenny Ruckdeschel
900 Lewis Lane
Rosemont, PA 19010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Delduco
409 White Horse Rd.
Cochranville, PA 19330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Wrenn
2955 Lowell St.
Eureka, CA 95501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sister James Marie Gross
2360 Carter Rd.
Dubuque, IA 52001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomasin Alyxander
10044 Brooks Road
Windsor, CA 95492



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela McCleaf
18100 Nassau Bay Dr. #104
Houston, TX 77058



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shana mahaffey
232 pierce st
san francisco, CA 94117
 



(415) 829-7406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
teri capshaw
438 dartmouth rd.
winston-salem, NC 27104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolin Olive
12791Serenade circle north
Jacksonville, FL 32225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Gura
158 Forest Rd.
Wallkill, NY 12589



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronda Jones
PO Box 4235
Long Beach, CA 90804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Nancy A Emblom
260 S. Steel Stteet
Ishpeming, MI 49849-2641
 



(906) 486-8830



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Bohr
PO box 30976
Phoenix , AZ 85046
 



602 390-3947



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chris angel
88 garland ave
oakland, CA 94611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve R Johnston
1543 N. Plaza de Lirios
Tucson, AZ 85745
 



(520) 743-1268



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lani Jacobs
5182 Case Street
Middlebury, VT 05753
 



802-989-1298



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
annn atkin
AbbotsBickington
HOLSWORTHY, ot ex22 7lq



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Gloria  Morotti
1111 14th Avenue West
Bradenton , FL 34205
 



941-748-0142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Hooker
536 Greencastle Lane
Virginia Beach, VA 23452



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Las Vega is a city which never should have been allowed to exist.  As I understand it, the
tourist trade there has been greatly affected by the economic situation to the extent that
businesses are really hurting, so why is there talk of expanding the city?  That makes no
sense!
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Mrs. Martha Abell
390 Pleasant St.
Rome, PA 18837-8424



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Bongiorno
1085 Frances Dr.
Valley Stream, NY 11580



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rocio Luparello
108 Lavenport Circle
Frederick, MD 21702
 



301-668-7044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth McCarthy
308 S Chandler Ave
Denison, TX 75020
 



9034634569



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Benjamin Phillips
4 Ashburton Place
Cambridge, MA 02139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Ramer
442 Post Street
San Francisco, CA 94102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Searles
271 fries lane
Newport, WA 99156



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick M. Donovan
60 Plaza St. E., Apt. 5A
Brooklyln, NY 11238-5026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Nelson
91 Squire Ln
Tewksbury, MA 01876
 



9788518624



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
wesley yaeger
3509 wennington trace
alpharetta, GA 30004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Pena
4900 Woodstone
San Antonio, TX 78230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
amala  kohler
vohensteinweg
Schwaebisch hall, ot 74523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cornelius A Dykema
18770 Mount Lassen Dr
Castro valley, CA 94552



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kent L Scott
5137 Emerson Rd.
Madison, OH 44057
 



(440) 298-3965



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
darryl manthey
72 Lewisburg Road
Wantage, NJ 07461



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Frink
12605 Langhoff Cv.
Austin, TX 78729



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mark Laity-Snyder
1585 Stanley Branch Rd.
Ferrum, VA 24088



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Palmer
PO Box 1381
Healdsburg, CA 95448-1381



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Rodgers
8121 NE 141st Street
Bothell, WA 98011
 



425 823 0386



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roxy Gray
5 Paddock
Canton,, MA 02021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there.  As such, I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
outrageous request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump water from a region that
needs the water for its own use to southern Nevada, merely to support unsustainable
growth; Southern Nevada already has are viable means of meeting its onw water needs:
increased conservation, smart growth management, and desalination options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to DENY an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin from which being
diverted.
 
Although the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, the water
authority's request as is clearly not at all sound for the proposed donating basin, given the
catastrophic and irreversible impact of this proposed groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed, and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard.Some 8000 acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along, with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
These changes alone would be sufficient to make this request clearly not environmentally
sound—but there is more.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm would be visited on other species,
including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, the Columbia
spotted frog, the pronghorn, and the elk.  Clearly, the effects on wildlife are far from
trivial—more reasons to consider these applications anything but environmentally sound.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally UNsound and damaging impact they would cause. In light of other
options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, these proposals
should be swept off the table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Sally Jane Gellert
163 Stuart Street
Paramus, NJ 07677



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
amie bennett
po box 105
victor, MT 59875



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M. Ghost Dancer Wene
1233 South Crista Circle
Golden Valley, AZ 86413



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard S Shepard
PO Box 5649
Diamond Bar, CA 91765
 



(805) 927-4332



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Grace Lee-Park
PO Box 10251
Portland, OR 97296



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave Anderson
2735 Benvenue
Berkeley, CA 94705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Arntzen
6 Mockingbird Lane
MAYNARD, MA 01754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Plock
68 Springy Banks Road
East Hampton, NY 11937



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Kiernan
6543 Cedar Ridge Drive
Loveland, OH 45140



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Loralee Clark
3616 Nelms Ln
Williamsburg, VA 23185



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Gloria  Morotti
1111 14th Avenue West
Bradenton , FL 34205
 



941-748-0142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rowland jefferies
135 antibes dr.
toronto, ot m2r 2z1



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Don't fail us.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Froiland
144 Santander Ct



Rohnert Park, CA 94928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Nancy Goodwin
1717 Olympia Way 104
Longview, WA 98632



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Adamski
17 Council Dr.
Oxford, CT 06478-1663
 



2038887888



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lucile Newton
3865 Saxon Dr. S.
Salem, OR 97302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sofie van Veen
Harderwijkerweg 167
Nunspeet, ot 8071 EP



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Orr
3788 L Honoapiilani E-201
E-201
Lahaina, HI 96761





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
christiane collienne
clos de Bérine, 39
waterloo, ot 01410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annette Soucy
126 W 7th St
Wray, CO 80758



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Zarges
638 Lopez Rd
Las Cruces , NM 88007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Sylvia Lawrence
1709 4th St. S.E.
Auburn, WA 98002
 



0000000000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Fabian
531 Adrian
San Antonio, TX 78213-3404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vicki Ferguson
7117 Garland Avenue
Takoma Park, MD 20912-6421
 



301-891-3101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Egger
9521 49th Ave. NE
Seattle, WA 98115
 



206-526-8110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
R. M.  DAVIS
16 W. WASSON RD.-LOT 136
AMBOY, IL 61310-1126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Dodie Shepars
1018 N Kenwood St.
Burbank, CA 91505
 



818-846-4287



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marianne Currie
6 Bayley Point Lane
Hilton Head, SC 29926
 



843-681-8525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Connie Birkenmeier
8 High Street
Bar Harbor, ME 04609
 



(207) 288-5006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. arlene dreste
2461 rosser rd
ajo, AZ 85321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about America's Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there,
and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. And that
statement doesn't even address the ecosystem services such a massive area and biome
provide to the United States. Water must not be pumped to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable, malignant growth - when there are already viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer - you - to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water when the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it's absolutely
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such. Catastrophic and irreversible
impacts would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as documented in the
Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement" for the pipeline
proposal are clear. Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime
Great Basin shrubland habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to unnatural
dryland grasses and annuals, supporting toxic, invasive species like cheatgrass and
Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310
springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species and thus ecosystems would also be staggering. Some species of
desert fish and springsnails would go extinct. Widespread damage to other species would
occur, including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher,
Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
The Southern Nevada Water Authority's applications threaten the very natural heritage of
the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and western Utah. You must deny the authority's
water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would
cause. In light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water
demands, they should be shoved aside the bargaining table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Austin
5737 Kanan Rd., #271
Agoura Hills, CA 91301





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marianne Maetz
Markstr
marbach, ot 71667



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vikki Orlando
self
105 E. Laurel
Sierra Madre, CA 91024





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Mouzourakis
33017 Hampshire
Westland, MI 48185



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claudia J Buckalew
38635 Parkview Drive
Wayne, MI 48184
 



(734) 728-2439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Furgal
155 6th St NE
Largo, FL 33770



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LaDonna Albanese
3025 Edensway Rd
Madison, WI 53719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Scarlata
3855 Elk Ridge N
Divide, CO 80814
 



719 686-0531



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mari Mearman
13841 sw 74th st
Miami, FL 33183



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betty Schwarz
918 Chestnut Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Justine Olmez
39 sumner st
north attleboro, MA 02760



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Sharon Torrisi
2126 Ardmore Ave
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. K Krupinski
6124 Buena Vista Terrace
LA, CA 90042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Murlin Goeken
1700 S Filbert Ct
Denver, CO 80222
 



(303) 759-4585



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump the water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, YOU, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be STAGGERING, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Fedorov
8044 Tackett Lane
Bealeton, VA 22712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Felton
2035 Sparrow Valley Rd.
Aptos, CA 95003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Max
2855 14th Ave W
Seattle, WA 98119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
GEOFF GOODENOW
503 LIME RIDGE ROAD
MIFFLINBURG, PA 17844



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Iacono
1024 Avenue W
Brooklyn, NY 11223-5535
 



13474952342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kirsten Taufer
69333 E. County Rd. 34
Byers, CO 80103-9424



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Tarnofsky
18405 Old Monte Rio Road
Guerneville, CA 95446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Wolney
104 Forest Lane
San Rafael, CA 94903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sylvia stevens
132 coldstream drive
columbia, SC 29212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
reed randolph
518 fabra st. #713
boerne, TX 78006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Forbes
1 Clinton Street
Mansfield, MA 02048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Knollmeyer
1828 Mershon Drive
Ann Arbor, MI 48103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosemary Maziarz
1702 S 3rd PL
Saint Charles, IL 60174



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irene Ferrand
37 Sherwood Drive
Huntington, NY 11743



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nancy Bivens
691 mission ridge drive
harpers ferry, WV 25425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joanna economakos
3258 New York Ave.
Costa Mesa, CA 92626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jerry smith
8840 villa la jolla
la jolla, CA 92037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary DuVall
1301 Wilson Heights Drive
Austin, TX 78746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joanna economakos
3258 New York Ave.
Costa Mesa, CA 92626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betty Scholten
PO Box 645
Clatskanie, OR 97016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Dey
87 Dewsbury Lane
Quakertown, PA 18951



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jordan o'brien
67 Carl St
san francisco, CA 94117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Winnie Chung
40 Newtown Blvd
Robbinsville, NJ 08691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marie boschen
Markstr
marbach, ot 71667



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
deanna smith
4181 N granite reef apt 105
scottsdale, AZ 85251
 



480-834-3315



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caitlin Brooks
9011 West Gull Lake Drive
Richland, MI 49083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ian edwards
53 elm
woodacre, CA 94973



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Hogan
132 Gingerwood Ct
Melbourne, FL 32940



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry L Tyler
21652 butler market road
bend, OR 97701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe placucci
3475 Americo
west palm beach, FL 33417-1027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Klaudia Englund
2077 Hopewell Court
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nadav shalev
jordan valley
jordan valley, ot 90680



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joanne johnson
Mariposa West
laguna woods, CA 92637



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Tomeucci
Via di Casal Romito, 15
Rocca di Papa (RM), ot 00040
 



(0039)3495713250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Manganelli
5 Park Vale
Brookline, MA 02446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stijn Bruers
Broekhoven 4/3
Herentals, ot 2200



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Lloyd
23815 Kate Ave.
Warren, MI 48091



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Campbell
446 Magnolia Dr., PO Box 1385
Pine Lake, GA 30072



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Macdonald
P,O. Box 701
Woodacre, CA 94973



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heike Brunner
rue du Jura
Paris, ot 75013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Galvin
304 Carroll street
Brooklyn, NY 11231-4902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
annette scialabba
3240 grey leaf dr
wilmington, NC 28409



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Alsenas
550 NW 19th Ave. #213
Portland, OR 97209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Have you seen the movie "Rango"?  You should watch it before deciding to approve the
Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water
annually from the aquifers in central and eastern Nevada in order to support expansion in
the Las Vegas area.  SNWA should be pursuing other options for meeting reasonable
water demands, such as conservation and desalination.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Laprade
170 Hurst Rd NE
Palm Bay, FL 32907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Votta
24904 Mabray ave
Eastpointe, MI 48021-1467
 



586-443-4334



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Sanders
2415 Powers St
Palm Harbor, FL 34683



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brendan Banerdt
228 South Street
Jamaica Plain, MA 02130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Hart
503 Acorn Court
Mt. Airy, MD 21771



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Scott
997 Harbury Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Richardson
6797 Birmingham Pl.
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91739



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick J Russell
6052 Chabot Rd. Apt. 10
Oakland, CA 94618-1661
 



(510) 658-3479



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karyn Larko
10200 willow creek road
San Diego, CA 92131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melanie Schrader
506 Inverness Way
Sunnyvale, CA 94087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Williams
81 College Ave
Somerville, MA 02144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ellen grossman
2020 n. lincoln park west
chicago, IL 60614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bodhi kohler
vohensteinweg
Schwaebisch hall, ot 74523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clayton Bryant
318 e Oakland Ave
Salt Lake	City, UT 84115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clayton Bryant
318 e Oakland Ave
Salt Lake	City, UT 84115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
TED KING
125 WOODWARD ST
AUSTIN, TX 78704
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. kim groom
306 williams blvd nw
orting, WA 98360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Woollams
16940 Heim Rd
Chelsea, MI 48118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Wollitz-Dooley
5987 Oak Hill E DR
Plainfield, IN 46168
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel F. Mosso
2137Otis Dr. Apt 305
Alameda, CA 94501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katie McGhee
32 Eardley Rd
Edison, NJ 08817



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Prof. John Delevoryas
1668 Jacob Avenue
San Jose, CA 95124-3813



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rudy Debock
zonnebloemstraat
Ronse, AK 9600



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shirley muir
501 pine knot dr
spring creek, NV 89815



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail  Newbold
162 Hilton Rd.
Cochranville, PA 19330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annette Cullipher
800 Stillpoint Way
Balsam Grove, NC 28708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Bergren
2916 12th Avenue
Moline, IL 61265



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David  Ellenberger
4201 Decatur St
Denver, CO 80211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Sullivan
4530 n Dover st
Chicago, IL 60640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ask training
vohensteinweg
Schwaebisch hall, ot 74523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clayton Bryant
318 e Oakland Ave
Salt Lake	City, UT 84115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Cimino
38 Park Circle West
New Hyde Park, NY 11040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
linda arzola
1400 millersport highway apt. 314
apt. 314
williamsville, NY 14221





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
It is my very firm belief that if we are to survive as a society, a nation, and a species, we
must behave in a fashion that is not ultimately destructive of the very environment that we
depend on for life.  Nevada, along with much of the rest of the western United States, is a
naturally arid to semi-arid region.  If we are to avoid turning these lands into actual desert,
with even less carrying capacity than it now has, we must devote every ounce of effort to
the intelligent conservation and management of our irreplaceable water resources.  I live in
this region, too, and I love it.  To love something is to care for it.  Nevada, and the city of
Las Vegas, have been leaders in this area in many ways.  Don't fall back now.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options



available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Sullivan-Greiner
556 Willet St
El Cajon, CA 92020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charla Prange
908 Furman Drive
Ames, IA 50010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eugene Mariani
5841 Forward Ave #508
Pittsburgh, PA 15217
 



412-521-0274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Kern
204 S. Main St.
Oberlin, OH 44074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J. Carlo Diaz
3921 SW 34th St.
Gainesville, FL 32608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vic Conti
15 springhollow lane
barre, VT 05641



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Ann Lynch
603 North Janss Way
Anaheim, CA 928052532
 



7148294737



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ben Liu
11373 Broadview Drive
Moorpark, CA 93021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john elliott
1417 spruce st
berkeley, CA 94709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna J
1765 Pendrell
Vancouver, BC V6G1T2



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Rutkin
3512 Pacific Ave
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292
 



650-823-1042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Lambert
356 Rock Rimmon Rd.
Stamford, CT 06903
 



(203) 329-2545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheila Silan
6600 Summerhill Rd
Somerset, CA 95684



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paul lucchini
po box 3154
sedona, AZ 86340



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Cole
761 Acacia Ave.
Burlingame, CA 94010-3701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracey Lewis
Box 78023
Avondale Road
Durban, ot 4101





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gretchen Schneider
P O Box 423
Yachats, OR 97498



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kyle Gage
2370 mcburney rd
CLIFTON SPRINGS, NY 14432



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
linda arzola
1400 millersport highway apt. 314
apt. 314
williamsville, NY 14221





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. vicki kopinski
26380 hayden ln
menifee, CA 92584-9446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Field
3 St. Louis St.
Sanford, ME 04073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Keables
4365 W. 5th St.
Los Angeles, CA 90020
 



7202725220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pam Wingfield
1051 115th Road
Boone, IA 50036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Pagan
677 Church Street
Marietta, GA 30060-1104
 



770/928-1785



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ashley Lewis
273 Coleridge St.
San Francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Legal Fellow Jonathan C Evans
3800 Bayo ST
Apt B
Oakland, CA 94619



 
(213) 598-1466



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dan sutterby
sw91st
miami, FL 33196



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
allen curren
528 sterling dr.
bellingham, WA 98226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Hunt
4925 14th Street South
Arlington, VA 22204
 



703-820-4966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Wendy Beyda
6 Meadow Lane
Marlboro, NJ 07746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Nord
224 N. Canyon Dr.
Sierra Vista, AZ 85635



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Pamela Harper-Smith
1112 Neal Pickett DR
College Station, TX 77840-2611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bud Evans
160 Chestnut Street #3
Cambridge, MA 02139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Zibordi
1600 s joyce street
arlington, VA 22202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Renqvist
PO Box 5, 121 Farrier Lane
Newport, VA 24128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ashlyn Ruga
357 Charity Cove
Salt Lake City, UT 84103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The Great Basin ecosystem is a unique entity, and I am appalled at the Southern Nevada
Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from its
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Pumping this water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth is a ridiculous proposal, particularly when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he or she finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Reeve Gutsell
PO Box 1762
Brattleboro, VT 05302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump this water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Hewgley
904 W. Olrich St.
Rogers, AR 72756



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Young
1400 SE Lava Dr #25
Milwaukie, OR 97222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
boardmember Brenda B Burnett
735 W Sonja Ave
Ridgecrest, CA 93555
 



(760) 375-8634



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalia Palacios
2000 Bagby St
Houston, TX 77002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Martha Colella
31 Roma St
Bristol, RI 02809



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Mulvihill
2328 Chatsworth Blvd.
San Diego, CA 92106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosemary Wetherold
4507 Cliffstone Cove
Austin, TX 78735



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yvonne Fast
Prinsensgade 34
Aalborg, ot 9000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Otter
251 W Blacklidge Dr #111
#62
Tucson, AZ 85705





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maxine Shear
2211 Orchis Drive
Lodi, CA 95242



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maxine Shear
2211 Orchis Drive
Lodi, CA 95242



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Hoff
895 Maple Dr
Osceola, WI 54020-8137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Pettinga
303 Wood Street
Ithaca, NY 14850-5309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Sarnowski
17511 Hill Way
Lake Oswego, OR 97035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa O'Kelly
15717 Ramage Avenue
Maple Heights, OH 44137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Neste
4437 Garden Club St.
High Point, NC 27265



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andy Rogahn
1723 n. 58th st.
Milwaukee, WI 53208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. K Krupinski
6124 Buena Vista Terrace
LA, CA 90042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chad Derosier
2534 se 31st ave
portland, OR 97202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Stevens
1631 N 19th ST
Grand Junction, CO 81501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Buck
4901 Pole Rd
Alexandria, VA 22309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Stewart Carton
6 Los Altos Rd
Orinda, CA 94563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Menosky
345 Broad St
Red Bank, NJ 07701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ildiko Papp
3401 59th Ave SW
Seattle, WA 98116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathleen corriveau
w227 s9335 hwy 164
Big Bend, WI 53103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marion Steininger
1070 Pendleton Court
Voorhees, NJ 08043-1813



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
linda stauffer
2371 strawn rd.
winston, GA 30187
 



770-942-9522



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Macen Mathews
13068 W. Arkansas Pl
Lakewood, CO 80228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
wendy denny
404 Sheldon St
Petaluma, CA 94952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Cruz
607 W. Elizabeth St.
Austin, TX 78704
 



(512) 462-4903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Hanratty
9059 Auburn Rd
Chardon, OH 44024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Tinkham
4115 State Route 7 N
Cheshire, OH 45620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Michele Balfour
124 E. Turgot Ave.
Edgewater, FL 32132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jan H Cecil
2923 Ashby Ave
Berkeley, CA 94705
 



(510) 549-3509



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gerry collins
2
Murrieta, CA 92563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Noyes
1720 134th Ave SE  Apt A106
Bellevue, WA 98005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sick Sick
Bourbourg
Cappelle, ot 59180



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Sefton
PO Box 714
Trabuco Canyon, CA 92678-0714
 



949 5899230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
martin nydick
475e72st
new york, NY 10021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carin Sappelli
POB 1272
Versailles, KY 40383



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Hammar
5390 Boulder Hwy #102
Las Vegas, NV 89122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Tasher
201 N.Broadway
Escondido, CA 92025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Waters
3100 Breeze Terrace
Austin, TX 78722



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Barnes
7513 N. Emery Road
New Carlisle, IN 46552



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy Bergen
97 La Crosse St.
Beaver Dam, WI 53916
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betty Kelly
3923 Park Ln.
Roanoke, VA 24015-4550



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Roby IV
1130 S Michigan Ave
2304
2304, IL 60605





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennie Riley
5015 Hidden Ct
Quinlan, TX 75474



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Meiers
166 James Drive #B
Macomb, IL 61455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John and Shirley DeSimone
5601 Langdon Ct.
Richmond, VA 23225-2568



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? Water is
only becoming a more valuable commodity and this would be an alarmingly poor waste of
precious resources. Implementing conservation would be much more effective.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
fish and wildlif louis garding
27480 seward hwy



seward, AK 99664
 
907-288-4101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john Linstrom
Box 1305
Polson, MT 59860



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Drevescraft
PO Box 266
Nederland, CO 80466-0266



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeaneane Williams
925 New Garden Rd #707
Greensboro, NC 27410-3256
 



336 852 8876



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anna berg
133 W 24th
New York, NY 10011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Meiers
166 James Drive #B
Macomb, IL 61455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Meiers
166 James Drive #B
Macomb, IL 61455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Meiers
166 James Drive #B
Macomb, IL 61455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fiamma Aaron Horvath
217 South Fourth Avenue
Highland Park, NJ 08904
 



732-572-9727



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Sadowsky
9314 Oakwood Dr
Urbandale, IA 50322



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vickie Jensen
18619 Centralia
Redford, MI 48240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Sorrell
PO Box 518
Alcalde, NM 87511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Yeager
828 Franklin Street
Louisville, KY 40206-1612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Morrison
3575 Chippendale Ct.
Pleasanton, CA 94588



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Roby LaPorte
208 Avenida Sierra
San Clemente, CA 92672



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ralph Farr
3401 S 9th Avenue
Yuma, AZ 85365



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Steinbach
30-5 Hopkins Road
Liverpool, NY 13088



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carlene Steel
1809 Cross Draw Trail
Leander, TX 78641
 



512-260-6609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Stella Banchero
4789 Manzanita Ave. Apt. 59
Carmichael, CA 95608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rickie west
pobox 190
fluker, LA 70436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
erika capin
PO Box 92
LaCrosse, FL 32658



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dollie Spinks
1273 Detroit Ave, Apt. A
Concord, CA 94520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rickie west
pobox 190
fluker, LA 70436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
erika capin
PO Box 92
LaCrosse, FL 32658



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juliet Pearson
18734 bambi court
Grass valley, CA 95949



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Inman
135 Old York Road
New Hope, PA 18938



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Suzanne Dickerson
172 Bleecker Street
New York, NY 10012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for all the good things you do.  Please stand firm on this one too.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lindy Hutchison
6934 Shady Lane



Sugar Land, TX 77479



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S. Carlson
Greenfield blvd
havelock, NC 28532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
graham fulk
6855 morro road
atascadero, CA 93422



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Potocny
120 Via Cantebria B28
Encinitas, CA 92024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rickie west
pobox 190
fluker, LA 70436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roland PARET
13 rue de la Convention
Saint Etienne, ot 42100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marty carlson
6659 SE Canyon Rd
Prineville, OR 97754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dollie Spinks
1273 Detroit Ave, Apt. A
Concord, CA 94520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Gilbert
607 Glenridge Pl.
Columbus, OH 43214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rickie west
pobox 190
fluker, LA 70436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Schubert
3960 W 127th Ave
Broomfield, CO 80020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Chally
828 Purvis Rd
Sunrise Beach, MO 65079-6581



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Thompsom
6421 Camrose Terr
Bethesda, MD 20817
 



301-530-0282



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evelyn Ball
20 Ostermann Rd.
Lockport, MB R1A3L7
 



2047577088



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roland PARET
13 rue de la Convention
Saint Etienne, ot 42100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kris Harker
42 Black Oak Drive
Lancaster, PA 17602
 



7173936250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ericka Camp
3250 SW Avalon Way #106
Seattle, WA 98126



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Suzanne Dickerson
172 Bleecker Street
New York, NY 10012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juliet Pearson
18734 bambi court
Grass valley, CA 95949



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randy Vogel
1 Villanova Lane
OAKLAND, CA 94611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jörg Gaiser
Alte Tonbachstrasse 14
Baiersbronn, ot 72270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Daily
73 Piper Lane
Fairfax CA 94930
 



Suzanne Daily
73 Piper Lane
Fairfax, CA 94930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vera Ferraiuolo
via Benedetto Croce 17
Castellammare di Stabia, ot 80053



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vera Ferraiuolo
via Benedetto Croce 17
Castellammare di Stabia, ot 80053



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ginger ikeda
3320 15th st
Boulder, CO 80304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Frost
555 Ferdinand Ave
Half Moon Bay, CA 94019-4629



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mirian Rivera-Shapiro
2560 Batchelder St.
Brooklyn, NY 11235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Marceron
8435 Seward Park Ave S
Seattle, WA 98118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Bethany Cardone
5859 Jacksons Oak Ct.
Burke, VA 22015-2304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Marceron
8435 Seward Park Ave S
Seattle, WA 98118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Paul Luman
1283 Stiles Bee Ave.
Charleston, SC 29412-8222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a U.S. citizen and New Mexico voter residing in Germany, would like to express my
deep concern about preserving what is left of America's wonderful but increasingly
threatened natural resources and ecosystems. Having spent my childhood in Alamogordo,
NM and, later, El Paso, ;TX, I have witnessed the steady decline of the number and variety
of species of birds, insects, reptiles and even plants at home in the Great Southwest.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 



Sincerely,
 
Klaus Engelhardt
Metzstr. 8
Munich / Germany, ot 81667



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Sanger
861 East Camino Corrida
Oro Valley, AZ 85704
 



5205754014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
claudia karll
pO Box 2852
vashon, WA 98070-2852



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne A Mack
S.E. 54th St.
Mercer Island, WA 98040
 



(206) 232-0307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Imhoff`
55 Ann Street
New York, NY 10038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Burr
585 Lost River Road
Mazama, WA 98833
 



5099963101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Goldberg
21404 Davis Mill Road
Germantown, MD 20876-4422



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Burr
585 Lost River Road
Mazama, WA 98833
 



5099963101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Trudy Green
 
Trudy Green
2509 Twin Creek Rd



Denver, NC 28037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Athena Huff-Sandstrom
4028 S. Maplewood Ave. #2
Chicago, IL 60632-1124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patty Boyd
600 New Rd.
Wilmington, DE 19805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keith Gagomiros
821 F Street
Sacramento, CA 95814
 



916-442-5245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zak Eagle
22 Robert Ct
Stamford, CT 06902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Weaver
1870 St Clair Street
Medford, OR 97504
 



5414996147



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Saggan
17709 66th Ct.
Tinley Park, IL 60477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
larry baird
13147 w painted prairie way
tucson, AZ 85735



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Hemman
4620 Hwy 33 West
West Bend , WI 53095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dianne Bolognani
1471 King Hill Rd
Readsboro, VT 05350-9614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Grace Strong
E4635 Lake Road
Ironwood, MI 49938



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stella Nobrega-Garcia
101 Valley Stream Park
Mountaintop, PA 18707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brett Heffner
6286 Woodlawn Drive
Zionsville, PA 18092



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Boren
501 Guerrero #6
San Francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jenna fish
894 pulehu rd.
kula, HI 96790



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Arce
1263 Pennsylvania Ave., #4`
San Diego, CA 92103-4431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ross Randrup
pob 851
sebastopol, CA 95473



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russell Weisz
319 Laguna St.
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
 



831 458-1374



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Al Knickerbocker
1846 Limetreee Ln
Mountain View, CA 94040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorane Dick
554 E. Foothill Blvd.
San Dimas, CA 91773
 



9095928399



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John and Shirley DeSimone
5601 Langdon Ct.
Richmond, VA 23225-2568



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Pott
113 Earle Ct.
West Columbia, SC 29169



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
I have lived in the Rocky Mountain West for more than 43 years and have hunted and
fished for many years here.  This pumping from the aquifers is not the way to go.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jack harlan



4127 Carriage Ct
Lafayette, CO 80026
 
(303) 828-3476



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Bogin
2605 Edwards Ave
El Cerrito, CA 94530
 



510-215-8628



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Browne
2601 E. Victoria St., #249
Rancho Dominguez, CA 90220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
pille francois
48 Av Pomereu
Aulnay, ot 93600



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leann Tigges
3921 Plymouth Cir
Madison, WI 53705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marsha Weisfeld
862 Rivervale Rd.
River Vale, NJ 07675



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
You won't appreciate thisw, but places like Nevada and Arizona should be limited to what
water they get now, and allowed no more water. It's psat time that these idiots learn that
water is NOT an inexhaustable
resource, and they are already exceeding their limit. Visitors to these areas should bring
their own water
if they intend to stay. We do NOT live in an inexhausible, throw-away world.   1/2d
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.



 
Sincerely,
 
J William Halfpenny   [1/2d]
1420 South Oakland Avenue
Villa Park, IL 60181 3439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A Pells
Browns Grove
Kesgrave, ot IP5 2GP



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marsha Weisfeld
862 Rivervale Rd.
River Vale, NJ 07675



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
deborah lancman
293 william ave.
bronx, NY 10464
 



3473467955



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
While this looks like at form letter and part of it is, please read the paragraph near the end.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
Let me also bring to your attention the tragic result of water diversion in the Owens Valley
of eastern California.  There, almost a century ago, the city of Los Angeles was successful
in diverting much of
the water runoff into an aqueduct which feeds Los Angeles.  Beyond that, the city pumps
water from
the underground water table into the aqueduct.  This has resulted in severe damage to to
the plants and trees of the valley as well as to the species that depend on a healthy land
and water.  This should not be repeated.
 
Beyond that, if you want to think long term, there is no reason the city of Las Vegas needs



to grow.  Unsustainable growth will come back to bite us in the long run.  Remember -
Nature bats last.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Mitchel
716 Sundown Circle
Bishop, CA 93514



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amelia Tumlin
206 Copperplate Lane
Peachtree City, GA 30269



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Akcali
120 Santa Clara
Irving, TX 75062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Herrera
82 Park Ave
Walnut Creek, CA 94595



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Michael  Goode
P.O. Box 11574
Marina del Rey, CA 90295-7574



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Hartman
5112 E 23rd St
Tulsa, OK 74114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lyla Fadali
One Miramar Street #929151
La Jolla, CA 92092



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula VanBuskirk
44 New Zealand Rd # 12
Seabrook, NH 03874



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Rosen
25 Parade Place 1B
Brooklyn, New York, NY 11226
 



718 284 1127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Hervé Bérard
26, Rue de Chartres, Bât A
Orsay, ot 91400



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Wurtz
2017 S. Apache
Olathe, KS 66062
 



(913) 764-8258



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Horwitz
21871 Apache Dr
Lake Forest, CA 92630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Please, Mr. King do not allow this destruction of the natural environment of the Great
Basin area for the desire of the epanded growth of  the decanence of  Las Vegas!
Water on planet Earth is already in peril. Already the waters of the Colorado no longer
reach the Gulf from all the extractions.  Please do not allow this destruction of our planets
environment which could help add to the destruction of our own species!
 



Sincerely,
 
Ms. Linda Jameson
P.O. Box 855
Mount Shasta, CA 96067-0855



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Malcolm Gaffney
401 W Pine Ave, Unit 35
Lompoc, CA 93436
 



6612881501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Safron
34775 Lorain Rd.
North Ridgeville, OH 44039
 



(440) 610-5220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jon Spitz
401 Steele Lane
Laytonville, CA 95454



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanna Roy
549 W. 123 St.
New York, NY 10027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
TANIA CARDOSO
CRESCENT STREET
BROCKTON, MA 02302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Dudinyak
20 Yawl St
Venice, CA 90292



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris J Jones
5810 Duval St
Austin, TX 78752
 



(512) 420-9235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Dr.Robert A. Cospito
 
Dr. Robert Cospito
111-56 76 Drive
Forest Hills, NY 11375





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Dr.Robert A. Cospito
 
Dr. Robert Cospito
111-56 76 Drive
Forest Hills, NY 11375





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lis Nash
101 Sullivan Dr.
Putney, VT 05346



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Dr.Robert A. Cospito
 
Dr. Robert Cospito
111-56 76 Drive
Forest Hills, NY 11375





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane W Fox
19 Nancy Way
Menlo Paark, CA 94025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Dr.Robert A. Cospito
 
Dr. Robert Cospito
111-56 76 Drive
Forest Hills, NY 11375





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Dr.Robert A. Cospito
 
Dr. Robert Cospito
111-56 76 Drive
Forest Hills, NY 11375





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Justin Prater
5735 College Parkway
Mobile, AL 36613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Dr.Robert A. Cospito
 
Dr. Robert Cospito
111-56 76 Drive
Forest Hills, NY 11375





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Marchello
1314 S 63 ST
Omaha, NE 68106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Marisa Strange
225 Belmont Avenue, #C
Long Beach, CA 90803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mako bates
222 danforth st #1
portland, ME 04102
 



207 205 4767



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Confer
207 Elm Street
Franklin, PA 16323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Patricia McClanahan
2754 Crestview Avenue
Montgomery, AL 36109
 



334-265-1565



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kristina Fukuda-Schmid
11250 Garfield Ave.
Culver City, CA 90230
 



(310) 397-7392



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
vito paolo  quinto
action coordinator
via dei gracchi 81
roma, ot 00192





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Rogers
E. Brierfield Dr.
Eagle, ID 83616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Moe Karami
1009 24th Ave NW
Norman, OK 73069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawna Ryan
Bradshaw Crossroad
Chelsea, VT 05038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gayle B. Rosenberry
703 Gorsuch Ave.
Baltimore, MD 21218-3525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Shortt
127 J Avenue
coronado, CA 92118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Rogers
E. Brierfield Dr.
Eagle, ID 83616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Armato
422 East Palmer Street
Franklin, NC 28734



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
george picchioni
1923 colden ave
bronx, NY 10462



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Moe Karami
1009 24th Ave NW
Norman, OK 73069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Parrish
118 La Canada Way
Santa Cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Ayala
607 E. Las Palmas Dr
Fullerton, CA 92835-1617



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Welch
10774 Whisper Trl
Collierville, TN 38017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Confer
207 Elm Street
Franklin, PA 16323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Parrish
118 La Canada Way
Santa Cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
vito paolo  quinto
action coordinator
via dei gracchi 81
roma, ot 00192





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharpn Whitmore
1205 Tejas Blvd.
Montgomery, TX 77316



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawna Ryan
Bradshaw Crossroad
Chelsea, VT 05038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pam Whelan
7948 B Mayfair Circle
Ellicott City, MD 21043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Fetterer
4 Brierwood Rd
Norwalk, CT 06850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Ayala
607 E. Las Palmas Dr
Fullerton, CA 92835-1617



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robyn Slater
2 Leslie street
Jarvis, ON N0A 1J0



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Dr. Robert A. Cospito
 
Dr. Robert Cospito
111-56 76 Drive
Forest Hills, NY 11375





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce Wheaton
PO Box 330217
Murfreesboro, TN 37133-0217
 



352-317-2011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rob Heist
22 Somerset Dr
East Fallowfield, PA 19320
 



484 701 6680



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Thompson
PO Box 1044
Liberty Hill, TX 78642



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anat Narkis
W 22ND Street
New York, NY 10011-2516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hilda Keyser
928 Fall Ridge Way
Gambrills, MD 21054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A Pells
Browns Grove
Kesgrave, ot IP5 2GP



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Molly Huddleston
POBox 119
Santa Rosa, CA 95401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amalia Ortiz
1453 Wind Cave circle
Plano, TX 75023
 



972-633-5392



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Switzer
7486 El Centro Way
Buena Park, CA 90620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Sternhagen
7513 Forbes Ave.
Van Nuys, CA 91406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerald R Brookman
715 Muir Avenue
Kenai, AK 99611-8816
 



(907) 283-9329



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Furaus
300 13th St NW apt #1
Mandan, ND 58554



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Luanne Anderson
PO Box 175
Chinook, WA 98614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathlene O'Loughlin
2781 Ocean Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brent earles
1215 lawson
Martinsville, VA 24112-5101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irena Franchi
301 174 St 2206
Sunny Isles Beach, FL 33160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karins Basham
Bury St Edmunds
Suffolk, ot IP33 2RR



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Breitwater
8040 SW Brookridge St., Apt. F
Portland, OR 97225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Dobson
2130 Broadway
New York, NY 10023
 



646-438-9449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gitte Loeyche
Birkesti 14
Kirke Saaby, ot 4060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Howard Masin
813 Bordeaux Ct
Manchester, MO 63011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brie Schmidt
262 Sycamore Ln
South Lebanon, OH 45065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Rothe
18 Guilford Court
Morris Plains, NJ 07950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Oberjohn
3645 Rambo Avenue
Alliance, OH 44601-5260
 



330 821-0409



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Ivor
PO Box 1425
Gualala, CA 95445
 



707-882-1743



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Raper
5939 N Seneca St
Wichita, KS 67204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Easton
512 Van Ness Avenue 203
San Francisco, CA 94102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Barton
6300 Montgomery Blvd NE, Apt 138
Apt 138
Albuquerque, NM 87109





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Fish
22 Hop Brook Road
Brookfield, CT 06804
 



2037402959



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from your aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would you pump your water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrub land
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dry land grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheat grass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and spring
snails would become extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the
imperilled greater sage grouse, south western willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss Amanda Finnegan
111 Coniston Avenue
Little Hulton
Little Hulton,SALFORD,LANCASHIRE, ot m38 9NZ





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wade Byerly
522 Springbranch Drive
Keller, TX 76248



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Simmons MD
Quarrier st
Charleston, WV 25301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzy Siegmann
212 Forest Park Ave.
Temple Terrace, FL 33617-4133
 



8139884261



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Bader
1402 Lorain Ave
Bethlehem, PA 18018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tricia Philipson
2344 Saddleback Drive
DANVILLE, CA 94506-3117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Josephine Chen
5102 Via El Molino
Newbury Park, CA 91320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am appalled at Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from the underground aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
This is a threat to the wildlife habitat and the ecosystem that is supported by this aqueous
treasure.  Why pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth and
wasteful water use when there are viable means of meeting adequate water needs
through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
It is predicted that water tables could drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great
Basin shrubland habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and
annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand
acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial
streams.
 
The toll on species would likely be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would likely occur,
including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia
spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
The proposed applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern
Nevada and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on
the severe, environmentally unsound--and unnecessary--impacts they would cause. In
light of other options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands,
they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Ruth Troetschler
184 Lockhart Lane
Los Altos, CA 94022



 
(650) 948-4142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Pyle
27 San Francisco Bl
San Anselmo, CA 94960
 



415-456-3680



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. peter brusman
2910 s spruce st
Santa Ana, California, CA 92704
 



(415) 430-5274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Tracy
537 Cedar Drive
Nashville, TN 37221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Holland Garcia
25673 Flanders Dr.
Carmel, CA 93923



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris DiGiovanni
4444 Moorpark Way
Toluca LAke, CA 91602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
erin znidar
7154 erie dr.
mentor, OH 44060
 



440-975-8368



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heidi  Krouskup
3744 W Anderson Dr
Glendale , AZ 85308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brita Brahce
4502 119 ave SE
Bellevue, WA 98006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Long
11260 Donner Pass Rd Ste C1 #249
Truckee, CA 96161



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
georgia goldfarb
20650 whitecap way
malibu, CA 90265



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Nancy & Don Jordan
1524 Deer Ridge Rd
Oak Harbor, WA 98277-8673



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Abernathy
RN
7
Apt 4G



Midvale, UT 84047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Olson
115 Valencia Avenue
Aptos, CA 95003-4428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sabrina m
via Roma
Grandola ed Uniti, ot 22010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Srijan Chakraborty
11614 NE 87th Ln
Kirkland, WA 98033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Sovell
828 Remington Street
Fort Collins, CO 80524



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Berman
2424 Spaulding AV
Berkeley, CA 94703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane C LeGrow
31 Timber Lane
Willington, CT 06279
 



(508) 833-0731



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Spring
2287 Calle Cacique
Santa Fe, NM 87505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Lavine
144 Mill Haven Lane
Lexington, SC 29072



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dean Levesque
301 30th St
Boulder, CO 80305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Erickson
16388 Estralita Drive
Sonora, CA 95370-9540
 



209-770-0787



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gaile Itami
215 Union Avenue, Apt. 316
campbell, CA 95008
 



(408) 371-5164



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Belen Garcia
368 W CR 2160
Kingsville, TX 78363



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terri Tippett
2814 Garth Rd
Huntsville, AL 35801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Redleaf
111 Newby Lane
Havelock, NC 28532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex Prentiss
15685 SW 116th Ave
King City, OR 97224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn Van Gilder
2205 Philadelphia Road
Edgewood, MD 21040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Barbara Murphy
193 Route 202
Somers, NY 10589
 



9145568900



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maraya Hart
414 Montgomery St
Salinas, CA 93907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Walker
422 East Palmer Street
Franklin, NC 28734



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Millicent Sims
12 Roosevelt Place
Montclair, NJ 07042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J Chu
1971 W15
Vancouver, WA 98860



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Alicia Liang
2034 SE Grant St
Portland, OR 97214-5412
 



6152896633



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Audrey Lima
1073 Conover St.
Port Charlotte, FL 33952
 



305 394-2340



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Silverstein
8001 Englewood Crest Drive
Yakima, WA 98908



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Krawiecki
2617 Dekalb Pike, Apt. 204
East Norriton, PA 19401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms leslie dagnall
18 Edgecliff Terr.
Yonkers, NY 10705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerald Adams
441 Adams Rd
Chesterfield, SC 29709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms leslie dagnall
18 Edgecliff Terr.
Yonkers, NY 10705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. valerie smith
401 stratford ct
Lansdale, PA 19446
 



757-409-4854



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karine Hebbelinck
Tempelstraat68
Asper, ot 9890



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Roth
2434 Glenbonnie Dr
Atlanta, GA 30360
 



(770) 451-2212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr.  Dennis  Yee
6350 N. 78th St.
Scottsdale, AZ 85250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Camile Getter
4441 G Street
Sacramento, CA 95819



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Birgit Hermann
627 Page street #7
San Francisco, CA 94117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Burt Furuta
242A Koalele Street
Honolulu, HI 96813



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Boots Whitehead
1323 Clover St NE
Olympia, WA 98516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amber Thompson
6 Spring St
#6
Groveton, NH 03582





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. MARIA DIVIRGILIO
178 SUFFOLK AVE
STATEN ISLAND, NY 10314-6946



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Martin
1030 Worcester Ave.
Pasadena, CA 91104
 



(626) 794-1653



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ric Fisher
4 Division Street
Oneonta, NY 13820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Boots Whitehead
1323 Clover St NE
Olympia, WA 98516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Boots Whitehead
1323 Clover St NE
Olympia, WA 98516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ric Fisher
4 Division Street
Oneonta, NY 13820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Boots Whitehead
1323 Clover St NE
Olympia, WA 98516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roxanne Brothers
786 4th Ave. W.N.
Kalispell, MT 59901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stein Coriell
317 Third St
Eureka, CA 95501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra L. Herndon
449 E. Pointes Drive East
Shelton, WA 98584



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. valerie smith
401 stratford ct
Lansdale, PA 19446
 



757-409-4854



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregg Griffenhagen
302 Central ave
Severance, CO 80546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tyler Harrington
275 Ore Bed Road
Schuyler Falls, NY 12985



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tyler Takaro
2528 NE 21st
Portland, OR 97212
 



5032069188



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Sunder
359 Muit Ave
Hazleton, PA 18201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leo Dyksman
8222 So. 1000 E.
Sandy, UT 84094
 



801 2555638



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Gates
207 W. Dean Ave.
Monona, WI 53716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andre Kohler
1077 Nowita Place
Venice, CA 90291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edy Rayfield
P.O.Box
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
 



no thanks



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andre Kohler
1077 Nowita Place
Venice, CA 90291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andre Kohler
1077 Nowita Place
Venice, CA 90291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elsy E Shallman
17294 37th Place North
Loxahatchee, FL 33470
 



(561) 798-2834



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Serraller
Akartegi
Hondarribia, ot 20280



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Keiser
410 East 6 St., Apt. 17B
New York, NY 10009-6417
 



(212) 473-0980



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
amy tajdari
12639 Ash Harbor Dr
Jacksonville, FL 32224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edy Rayfield
P.O.Box
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
 



no thanks



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andre Kohler
1077 Nowita Place
Venice, CA 90291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andre Kohler
1077 Nowita Place
Venice, CA 90291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elsy E Shallman
17294 37th Place North
Loxahatchee, FL 33470
 



(561) 798-2834



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
It will end up being a disaster that will make the Texas drought look like nothing.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jamaka Petzak
1222 Graynold Ave.
Glendale, CA 91202





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table. We must keep the Great Basin as it is..for so many reasons.
 
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Melody Pierce
P.O. Box 4419



Fort Smith, AR 72914



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Koko
7334 Old Sauk Rd
Madison, WI 53717
 



(775) 784-4684



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Merriman
4801 Butler Dr
Cortland, NY 13045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
Las Vegas is an example of a city that never should have been built. Now more of man's
folly will destroy the Great Basin. When will the madness stop?
 
Sincerely,
 
Dolores Butkus
2140 Cactus Court #6



Walnut Creek, CA 94595



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Christine Castan
8390 SW 108 ST
Miami, FL 33156



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Armando A. Garcia
16710 Orange Ave Unit F35
Paramount, CA 90723



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Dr.Robert and Mrs. Gail Stagman
7401 92nd Place SE
Mercer Island, WA 98040
 



(206) 232-4867



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Swiger
105 E Tinkham Ave
Ludington, MI 49431-1480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harry Hochheiser
5742 Woodmont St
Pittsburgh, PA 15217
 



4124821755



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Swiger
105 E Tinkham Ave
Ludington, MI 49431-1480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Gates
207 W. Dean Ave.
Monona, WI 53716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Neste
4437 Garden Club St.
High Point, NC 27265



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Duane Choy
46-298 Nahewai St.
Kaneohe, HI 96744



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Swiger
105 E Tinkham Ave
Ludington, MI 49431-1480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?  As a
resident of the Eastern Sierra I personally enjoy all that the Great Basin has to offer and
feel strongly that other options must be found to provide water for Las Vegas.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Hawtrey
PO Box 19



Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Wendy McGowan
3189 Admiral St.
Eugene, OR 97470



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Peirsel MD
1130 Carmont Drive
Meadville, PA 16335



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
 
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Gautier
624 East 20 Street
NY, NY 10009





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JEANNE KOCH
165 Pinecrest Dr.
Port Townsend, WA 98368
 



360-379-2648



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kenneth kris
3840 Dale drive
brookfield, WI 53005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Cone
614 E. Plumeria Ct.
Brea, CA 92821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Yanke
3145 Muir Field Rd
madison, WI 53719
 



(608) 845-1463



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
 
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Gautier
624 East 20 Street
NY, NY 10009





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Daniel C Shively
779 White Farm Road
Indiana, PA 15701
 



(724) 349-1834



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jon Yoffa
1624 west genesee st
Syracuse, NY 13294



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Copeland
4250 Coldwater Canyon Ave, Apt 212A
Studio City, CA 91604
 



3237420162



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wildlife Rehabil Douglass Swanson
115 Intracoastal Drive
Beaufort, NC 28516
 



252 728-2939



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlotte Wolfe
316 W. Michigan Ave., Lot#147
Clinton, MI 49236-9708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Voss
1837 S 13th ST W
Missoula, MT 59801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Lucas
2340 SW Pickford
Corvallis, OR 97333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ellen Strote
475 Stunt Road
Calabasas, CA 91302
 



(818) 222-0221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lefler Jason
1631 A Street
Lincoln, NE 68502
 



402-617-3875



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lana May
300 S. Edward St.
Mt. Prospect, IL 60056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
June Welsh
49 Showers Drive, Apt. A338
Mountain View, CA 94040
 



6509416706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Thurmond
331 Palermo Dr
Ballwin, MO 63021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
K. A. Castle
710 6th St.
Pitcairn, PA 15140-1205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Dimock
543 E. Clay St.,  Unit 5
Monmouth, OR 97361-2338



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
j Hargleroad
27647 Fairview Ave.
Hayward, CA 94542
 



510-889-5816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Gilmore
3532 N Missouri Ave
Portland, OR 97227-1167



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
SID JENNINGS
2002 SW 24th Place
Ocala, FL 34471-7816
 



352-237-9835



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Willy the Losen
129 E. Cowpen Lake Pt. Rd.
Hawthorne, FL 32640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
theodore johns
185 niantic river rd
waterford, CT 06385
 



8606010550



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caryn Schneider
1770 Ivanhoe ct
Columbus, OH 43220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james simmons
235 liberty ave.
jersey city, NJ 07306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Cohn
817 Kalpati Circle
carlsbad, CA 92008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james simmons
235 liberty ave.
jersey city, NJ 07306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Houston Taylor
P.O. Box 2001
Magnolia, AR 71754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vicki Hedrick
13901 Oak Drive
Carlinville, IL 62626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james simmons
235 liberty ave.
jersey city, NJ 07306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
It doesn't take a rocket scientist to recognize that building a large metropolis in the midst of
a desert requires a lot of planning on the front end. I am writing to you because I care
deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Kreider
169 W Queen Lane



Philadelphia, PA 19144-6274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
It doesn't take a rocket scientist to recognize that building a large metropolis in the midst of
a desert requires a lot of planning on the front end. I am writing to you because I care
deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Kreider
169 W Queen Lane



Philadelphia, PA 19144-6274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Luan Le
3411 Shea Ct.
Arlington, TX 76014
 



(817) 894-2654



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joann Mascola
1121 Johnston Drive
WATCHUNG, NJ 07069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
janna piper
po box 15072
portland, OR 97293
 



503756682



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Jones-Bedel
4734 East Mountain View Drive
San Diego, CA 92116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kyle Bullifin
834 N Vanburen
Batavia, IL 60510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Gibbs
2880B Meade Ave, Suite 360
Las Vegas, NV 89102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james simmons
235 liberty ave.
jersey city, NJ 07306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lorna gordon
3966 nw 28 ave
okeechobee, FL 34972



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Thompson-LaPerle
PO Box 1421
Latham, NY 12110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Jones-Bedel
4734 East Mountain View Drive
San Diego, CA 92116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james simmons
235 liberty ave.
jersey city, NJ 07306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shannon Saldana
2735 Robidoux Rd
Sandy, UT 84093
 



5136363012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Chrissie Johnson
PO BX 129
Elgin , OK 73538



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Jones-Bedel
4734 East Mountain View Drive
San Diego, CA 92116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Thompson-LaPerle
PO Box 1421
Latham, NY 12110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. char laughon
236 Fifth St.
Montara, CA 94037
 



650 728-1157



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Earel
225 May St.
LeClaire, IA 52753
 



(309) 721-8453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james simmons
235 liberty ave.
jersey city, NJ 07306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Waller
6232 W. Holbrook
Chicago, IL 60646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joseph humphrey
po box 5
SUN VALLEY, ID 83353-0005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Rae
6 Queens Crescent
Glasgow, ot G4 9B
 



(078) 158-0963 ext.  ext.  ext



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. marianne chiappone
3 jodphur lane
newburgh, NY 12550-3811



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Demetriade
1695 Moorhouse
Ferndale, MI 48220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Mazar
50 Pleasant Street
Mendon, MA 01756



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Piburn
5091 Kearsarge
Los Alamitos, CA 90720
 



(562) 598-5136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregg Sparkman
1088 67th st
Oakland, CA 94608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Chrissie Johnson
PO BX 129
Elgin , OK 73538



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Paquette
2083 Las Lunas St
PASADENA, CA 91107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christy Anderlik
1217 N. Ormond Road
LIberty Lake, WA 99019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Larry Herbig
9621 Olmstead Rd.
Kansas City, MO 64134



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Shogren
1860 Bloomfield Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-5404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
fay van putten
1636 roakoke place
marietta, GA 30067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Perun
21 Elizabeth St 2 Upper
Auburn, NY 13021-4877



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. marianne chiappone
3 jodphur lane
newburgh, NY 12550-3811



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Wood
8237 New Leaf Ave
Las Vegas, NV 89131
 



3103655866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Thompson-LaPerle
PO Box 1421
Latham, NY 12110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margie Matteson
147 Prospect Street
Ashland, MA 01721



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Jordan
5 Greene Road
Peabody, MA 01960/1013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jud woodard
13610 woodside lane
sutter creek, CA 95685



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Felix
2706 Deerfield Lane
Rolling Meadows, IL 60008
 



8479259754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barb Fitzgerald
1468 Sheridan Drive
Kenmore, NY 14217
 



716-874-9597



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Beatty
64 N 400 E
Provo, UT 84606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alec Oyung
36 Rocca Dr
Fairfax, CA 94930-1226
 



415-847-6209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenna Ramsey
7260 Waite Dr.
La Mesa , CA 91941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Murchison
3807 Roland Ave
Baltimore, MD 21211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Kunz
1407 Kansas
Norman, OK 73069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
pat wolff
po box 23025
santa fe, NM 87502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Will Beuscher
58 Green St., #2
Newton, MA 02458



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonita Barta
2100 S. Nova Rd.
S. Daytona, FL 32119-2504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please consider...
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katy Dougherty
1222 23rd street



Santa Monica, CA 90404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Herrmann
Im Dreieck 43a
Rastede, ot 26180



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Conroy
81 Albion Roaf
Wellesley, MA 02481
 



781-235-0044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Dunn
11 Victoria Road
Johnstone, ot PA5 8TZ



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kiilani Ocean
88 Pine St
Encinitas, CA 92024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Meeks
6237 N. Clark St.
Chicago, IL 60660
 



312-203-8458



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mitchell Stargrove
25665 SW Wolsborn Ave
Hillsboro, OR 97123-9470



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
 It is very easy to say that the water is needed for people in the Las Vegas area, failure to
allow this pipeline would threaten the sustainability of the entire city, and leave it at that,
flexing to allow it simply to sympathize.. I must ask you where you draw the line of
unsustainability? We as the current inhabitants of this earth have a responsibility not to
destroy it. Not for future generations, for us! The definition of human weakness, I believe,
is laziness; not willing to work to overcome problems. Another killer is denial. Put them
together and you've got a person who is not willing to learn important materials, and more
than willing to deny the validity of the knowledge of others. I am not accusing you of this,
don't worry. All I am asking is that you reevaluate the need to grow the city of Las Vegas to
unsustainable levels. A large city in the driest desert in North America is a living, breathing,
and thirsty contradiction.
We need to revolutionize the way we consume and coexist otherwise mother nature will
take it upon her self and she is a cold, hard, unpredictable bitch. The worst thing we can
do here is choose sides; rip each other to pieces for some pride campaign.. We must
always remember there are no sides. We are all part of the same problem, and unifying is
the only way we can over come our problems. I love Las Vegas, personally. I'd be
extremely saddened if anything tragic happened out there before my 21st birthday..
Anyway I hope you read this. most members of this mailing list just send the generic letter
but i figure if I don't spend my time to write my own letter, why should you spend your time
reading it?
I hope the most rational and sustainable decision prevails,
 
Barry Switay
Georgia Southern University
 
barry switay
2000 stambuk lane
statesboro, GA 30458



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Y Pixley
131 Parkmeadow Drive
Pittsford, NY 14534
 



(585) 334-0977



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Dale
5900 Sherwood Drive
Oakland, CA 94611
 



510.410.4800



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arielle DiGiacomo
14 Fieldston Road
Princeton, NJ 08540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Armando Ramirez
930 Gale Drive
Campbell, CA 95008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Brown
3639 Livingston Road
Central Point, OR 97502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aaron Crozier
267 Clifton Place #5D
Brooklyn, NY 11216-4717



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. AnaLisa Crandall
815 Shady Grove Ln
Adkins, TX 78101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. AnaLisa Crandall
815 Shady Grove Ln
Adkins, TX 78101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry W Hellickson
1618 Avon Way
Forest Grove, OR 97116
 



(503) 357-8969



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from  aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
I look forward to receiving your response.
 
Sincerely,
 
eileen macmillan
1550 rancho del hambre



lafayette, CA 94549



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don  Richardson
577 Windover Drive
Brevard, NC 28712-9383
 



828-884-3435



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
I don't understand the mentality of trying to build more water consuming facilities out IN
THE DESERT!!  what do you do when there's a drought?? -will you then cry for help when
YOUR actions built buildings on a place where they shouldn't have??  the animals you will
destroy in order to get this temporary "fix" is NOT worth YOUR TEMPORARY fix!!!!!
Sincerely,
 
Janet Needler



617 Bayside Road
Bellingham, WA 98225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chet Hepburn
1445 N. Longfellow St.
Arlington, VA 22205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Brown
3639 Livingston Road
Central Point, OR 97502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhea Esposito
142 Clark ct
Lafayette, LA 70503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Brendan Lee
650 N.W. Irving St.
Portland, OR 97209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Wilson
603 N. 36 St.
Omaha, NE 68131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kay Maher
7607 Lake Creek Circle
Montgomery, TX 77316
 



281-773-1488



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Mazzola
1723 Followthru Drive
Tampa, FL 33612-5013
 



(813) 930-6578



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joshua Rettenmayer
121  Bloomsbury Avenue
Catonsville, MD 21228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Gehrig
106 Candlelight Ct
Durham, NC 27707
 



(919) 401-0641



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
arijana birston
1006 lakeview ave.
windsor, ON n8p1k8



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lois Robin
4701 Nova Dr.
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
 



(831) 464-3939



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and I am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth, when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marc Maloney
6824 Woodlock Way
Citrus Heights, CA 95621



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Havens
28510 D Drive North
Albion, MI 49224
 



(517) 629-4706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Kossoy
925 22nd St
Springfield, OR 97477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lois Robin
4701 Nova Dr.
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
 



(831) 464-3939



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Marks
250 Jenny Lind Drive
Harpers Ferry, WV 25425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
arijana birston
1006 lakeview ave.
windsor, ON n8p1k8



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lois Robin
4701 Nova Dr.
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
 



(831) 464-3939



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cecily ricard
36013 Church Rd.
Louisville, NE 60337



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Felix
2706 Deerfield Lane
Rolling Meadows, IL 60008
 



8479259754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Howard McCoy
400 Indiantown Farm Lane
Centreville, MD 21617-2358



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. AnaLisa Crandall
815 Shady Grove Ln
Adkins, TX 78101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Havens
28510 D Drive North
Albion, MI 49224
 



(517) 629-4706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lois Robin
4701 Nova Dr.
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
 



(831) 464-3939



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Havens
28510 D Drive North
Albion, MI 49224
 



(517) 629-4706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roland Beyer
Bluecherstr. 38
Gaertringen, ot 71116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kayla Atkins
4601 44th street
Dickinson, TX 77539



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
hoskins ursula
10 ichabod lane
ossining, NY 10562



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth   "Betsy" Wobus
10310 Penn Oak Lane
Rough and Ready, CA 95975-9758



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Rosenka
2407 Giovanni Ave
Brooksville, FL 34608-4560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
thomas pauley
2450 Lincoln Road
york, SC 29745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sharon stamm
11885 twin creeks dr
ft pierce, FL 34945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We are writing to you because we care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants
and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenny & David Mapes
403 Colebrook River Road
Riverton, CT 06065
 



860-738-3821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
vicky sanders
1585 S. Spruce
Denver, CO 80231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Bohler
220 Meadowlark Drive
Ephrata, PA 17522-9625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Allaire
6783 Durfee Creek Rd
Liberty, UT 84310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra J Polk
135 Cherryville Hollow Rd
Flemington, NJ 08822



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike MacDougall
10105 N Parkside Dr
Nine Mile Falls, WA 99026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Senior Project S Curt Schmidt
612 Hayward St.
Bound Brook, NJ 08805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Davey
448 central park eat
New York, NY 10025
 



(212) 666-0437



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Pokorny
2335 NW High Lakes Loop
Bend, OR 97701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Klug
149 Orchard Oak Circle
Campbell, CA 9508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Schmidt
676 Elkmont Dr, NE
Atlanta, GA 30306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom & Patricia moreland
4863 mason street
port townsend, WA 98368



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Krucoff
5441 S. Kenwood Ave.
Chicago, IL 60615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Schmidt
676 Elkmont Dr, NE
Atlanta, GA 30306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
linda spanski
2154 S Coast Hwy
Oceanside, CA 92054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura  Weiden
91 Solana Dr
Los Altos, CA 94022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Beene
211 N 12th St
Gunnison, CO 81230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Hamling
1775 E Palm Canyon Dr. 110-170
Palm Springs, CA 92264



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Thompson
3801 Viking Road
Salt Lake City,, UT 84109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Burek-Faber
205 S. Burr Oak Ave.
Oregon, WI 53575



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monica Rosso
Brugine
Padua, ot 35020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
KEN GREENWOOD
114 ledgewood drive apt. 10
PORTSMOUTH, NH 03801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Eddie
26 Braeface Park
Alness, ot IV17 0QS



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen Dalton
7913 S.E. Saratoga Dr
Hobe Sound, FL 33455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lucia Port
201  Hollow Road  #9
Waterbury Center, VT 04577-8328



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fredric Salstrom
P O Box 93
St. Mary of the Woods, IN 47876-0093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ted Fishman
790 Villa Teresa Way
San Jose, CA 95123-2639



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alayna Vandervort
9 forest farm rd
garrison, NY 10524



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lavaune  guenther
541 a west 9th ave
oshkosh, WI 54902
 



920 2334892



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ALISON HALM
1631PARTRIDGE COURT
Arlington Heights, IL 60004
 



847-255-4789



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evan Remash
70 S 1st Street
Brooklyn, NY 11249



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pam Hilton
3065 Roanoke St.
Flint, MI 48504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
amy hartwick
2520 18th Ave
Greeley, CO 80631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Vosburg
2400 Golden Rod Street #115
Bakersfield, CA 93308-1760
 



661-393-8168



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Friedland
70 Majestic Heights Drive
Ellensburg, WA 98926



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Crane
1610 Shasta St.
Anderson, CA 96007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Bean
P.O. Box 443
Maple Falls, WA 98266



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria A. Sanchez
Sur
Madrid, ot 28028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Guido Lambelet
338 Lower San Pedro Road
Espanola, NM 87532
 



(505) 577-3726



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie-Paule Vanderhoeft
Slangenstraat
Linden, FL 32100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rob Elia
1285 Bollinger Cyn
Moraga, CA 94556-2739



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Schmidt
515 John Muir Drive, A501
San Francisco, CA 94132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Jeffrey
3346 Kump Station Rd
Taneytown, MD 21787



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Gary Wattles
1360 Rolling Hills Dr.
Meridian, ID 83642



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan  Weidman
777 techwood drive
Atlsnta, GA 30313
 



(404) 803-6805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ginnie Preuss
405 Ruth Street
Bridgeport, CT 06606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care about the Great Basin and the plants and animals that live there and am appalled at
the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of
water annually from the aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why pump our water to
southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting
the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
It seems only reasonable to deem the Water Authority's request as "environmentally
unsound" given the catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of
this groundwater extraction.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
In addition, the toll on species would be staggering; some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause and in light of other options available to the authority
for meeting reasonable water demands.
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Morse
110 Bleecker Street,  7F
New York, NY 10012





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Zampathas
P.O. Box 6703, 62-1125 Puahia Street
Kamuela, HI 96743



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annette Haymaker
PO Box 2480
Nevada City, CA 95959



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanna Proszowska-Szewerniak
2024 Sandhill Drive
PDS, WI 53578
 



6086436384



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Fawley
3309 Lost Valley Rd
Fort Wayne, IN 46818
 



260-489-2388



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Mae Lewis
7136 Elizabeth Ave.
Hudson, FL 34667



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monica Jelonnek
112 Thompson Ave.
Dover, NJ 07801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kara mccullar
2201 NW 122nd Street Apt #1507
oklahoma city, OK 73120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Bryson
39 Crescent Road
Wanaque, NJ 07465-1201
 



(973) 839-1946



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raghavan Nair
835 Village Brook Court
Ballwin, MO 63021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Grant Goldberg
1160 Sherman St. Apt. #301
Denver, CO 80203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sally sorensen
blank
westerly, RI 02891



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rick Auman
29 N 28th St #29H
Las Vegas, NV 89107
 



641-715-3900 ext



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Walter Horton
124 n canyon rd
Salt lake city, UT 84103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Zenker
1375 Sunset Avenue
Arcata, CA 95521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
B Thigpen
4040 Shadowhill Drive
Santa rosa, CA 95404
 



539-5552



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shaun Spriggs
1623 Woodbourne Ave.
Baltimore, MD 21239-3625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave Weiler
5601 Charlott St.
Fort Worth, TX 76112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Mandelbaum
444 East 86th Street
New York, NY 10028
 



917 257-9909



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Morris
97 Seely Hill Rd
Newfield, NY 14867



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul McDowell
520 W. Anapamu #3
Santa Barbara, CA 93101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maxine Stopfer
P.O. Box 294
Feloton, DE 19943-0294



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rose eyssi
brook st
andover, MA 01810



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
V. John Bonner
2068 Three Eagles Way
Loma, CO 81524-8602
 



(970) 254-1260



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Camille von Eberstein
613 NW 83rd Street
Seattle, WA 98117
 



(206) 789-6853



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joshua Sonnenfeld
1424 Hampel St Apt 4
Oakland, CA 94602-1360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kirk D Lumpkin
5505 Macdonald Ave.
El Cerrito, CA 94530
 



(510) 231-5912



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
william lawson
ponderosa trail
calimesa, CA 92320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Drechsler
1090 Horne Ter
Des Plaines, IL 60016
 



630-740-5979



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
billy wilkinson
10101 plantation dr
Daphne, AL 36526-8541



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Will Bechaver
716 Penn. Ave.
Walsenburg, CO 81089
 



719-989-1305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer O'Neal
12400 Ventura Blvd #907
Studio City, CA 91604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CArolyn Sommerville
4901
Denver, CO 80237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Garrett
1791 Sapphire Road
York, PA 17408-4444



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Fell
86 Trinity Pl
Bufflo, NY 14201
 



(555) 555-5555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenny Gunn
8069 Greystone Lane
Bonne Terre, MO 63628
 



573/358/1662



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lucianne lavin
755 riverside ave
torrington, CT 06790



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Rubinstein
139 E 33 St, 2M
New York, NY 10016
 



(917) 512-1491



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Kirwan
2712 Kamal Parkway
Cape Coral, FL 33904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Joyce McIvor
Sonsoles
Benalmadena, ot 29631
 



(349) 525-6461 ext.  ext.  ext



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
brenda stone
3236 stabler st
lansing, MI 48910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susan shimeld kevern
Pier Gate Cottage
Salisbury, ot SP5 5QB



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elena Jurgela
7367 Glenwood Road
Port St. John, FL 32927



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kari McWhirter
746 W Lemon Ave
Monrovia, CA 91016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joe rissetto
150 east naples st.
chula vista, CA 91911



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Moore
465 West 23rd Street #6E
NY, NY 10011
 



212 989 0562



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sundae Shields
289 riverpark blvd, apt 202
oxnard, CA 93036-7609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ethan Winogrand
102 Lincoln Pl.
Brooklyn, NY 11217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Miller
1 South York Road
Dillsburg, PA 17019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joy Baker
380 19 Av
San Francisco, CA 94121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glenn Moss
629 South Seminole Avenue
Okmulgee, OK 74447



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terelle Terry
1701 "O" Street  #101
Sacramento, CA 95811
 



916-448-8365



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nathan atkins
3480 Sawtelle Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irwin Hoenig
PO Box 5292
Laurel, MD 20726



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hai Nguyen
5059 Quail Run Road, Apt #01
Riverside, CA 92507
 



408-806-1758



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Saturn
P.O. Box 3824
Portland, OR 97208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Sid  Harring
210 Warner Hill Road
Mayfield, NY 12117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Limbach
1051 Spaight St.
Madison, WI 53703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kerstin Mueller
479 Simas Drive
Milpitas, CA 95035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wayne B. Peters
4340 S. 68th St.
Greenfield, WI 53220-3428
 



414-541-5480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Steenbergen
1617 Taylor Ave N
Seattle, WA 98109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wayne B. Peters
4340 S. 68th St.
Greenfield, WI 53220-3428
 



414-541-5480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Gibson
365 Pearl Dr.
Livermore, CA 94550
 



925-449-4494



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emmy Josephs
99 Dogwood Road
Hopewell Jct.,, NY 12533



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
charles ortman
708 ellis avenue
ashland, WI 54806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Corff
3301 Clay St
San Francisco, CA 94118-2044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
faith franck
10204 docile court
las vegas, NV 89135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy  McCullough
9805 Admiral Nimitz NE
Albuquerque, NM 87111
 



505-908-8713



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Te-Fen Chen
207 Stoney Creek
Houston, TX 77024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susab Minuto
827 Congress Avenue Ext.
Waterbury, CT 06708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Enevoldsen
2285 Royaltree Circle
San Jose, CA 95131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Sweet
2109 Broadway #17-62
New York, NY 10023
 



(212) 595-5577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Sweet
2109 Broadway #17-62
New York, NY 10023
 



(212) 595-5577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ken bobrow
1109 frankland st
walla walla, WA 99362



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Cozzini
PO Box 205
Capitola, CA 95010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Gibson
2631 Lincoln Ave
Miami, FL 33133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kai Hally-Rosendahl
2575 Ardath Rd
La Jolla, CA 92037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James McLauchlan, Jr.
P.O. Box 154
Edwardsville, IL 62025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Shaffer
4535 French Street
Jacksonville, FL 32205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please do not support the piping of water for unsustainable growth that destroys natural
ecosystems!
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jordan Hunter



3557 S Calle del Pinzon
Green Valley, AZ 85622



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Whitehead
2180 Brookridge Dr.
Beavercreek, OH 45431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jo Potter
717 South Goodlett
Memphis, TN 38111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurence Yorgason
973 E. 5675 S.
Ogden, UT 84405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Bohler
220 Meadowlark Drive
Ephrata, PA 17522-9625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Benda
5124 Oak Center Dr.
Oak Lawn, IL 60453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave Lenington
2833 31st Ave. S.
Seattle, WA 98144
 



206-722-2951



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samantha Fairchild
72 W. Kuiaha
Haiku, HI 96708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eleanor Hodgson
3081 Taft St #224
Hollywood, FL 33021
 



9549878690



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mireille Picron
rue de la Liberte 7
Chievres, ot 7950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael McHugh
5060 76th Ave N.
Pinellas Park, FL 33781



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Cosby
4033 Janiero Road
Arapahoe, NC 28510
 



8283930989



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ted McClure
1007 West F Street
Jenks, OK 74037-2565
 



918-299-4240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sonia Ness
328 Banbury Ave.
Elk Grove Village, IL 60007-3418



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Our family has driven across Nevada twice [thru Death Valley], and flown into/from  Reno
twice as well, and I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all
the plants and animals that live there. I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bryn Hammarstrom, RN
R.D.#2



Middlebury Center, PA 16935



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christian von Boehm-Bezing
152 Pruyn Hill Rd
Mechanicville, NY 12118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Celeste  Wernz
902 S. Erin Ave.
Tucson, AZ 85711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sasja zanen
1265 Everall street
white rock, BC V4B 3S4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan M Dixon
1714 Ivy Place
colorado Springs, CO 80905
 



(719) 471-8055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gala Whitten Parish
672 Cocapah St.
Vista, CA 92083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aimee Maisano
28 Jackson Drive
Monessen, PA 15062
 



7243143543



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Magoo Shoulderblade
General Delivery
Lame Deer, MT 59043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Libby Pressley
10527 Palatine Avenue N.
Seattle, WA 98133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Ruzza
1141 Garner Avenue
Schenectady , NY 12309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Phillips
575 Adams Road
Walland, TN 37886



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valerie Blum
839 Judson Ave. #1
Evanston, IL 60202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alisha Szablewski
2937 E Main Rd
Dunkirk, NY 14048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bea dupont
21 rue le grand val
caen, ot 14000
 



0637812608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Hallauer
5312 NW Wagon Trail
Kansas City, MO 64151



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fred Murhammer
5136 30th Ave
Woodside, NY 11377



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Votta
24904 Mabray Ave
Eastpointe, MI 48021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessie Gundlach
4020 S. 15th St.
Sheboygan, WI 53081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Cratty
2525 S. Humboldt St.
Denver, CO 80210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lacey Woodruff
1241 RED RANCH CIRCLE
CEDAR PARK, TX 78613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elsa Stutman
978 Wesley avenue
Huntingdon Valley, PA 19006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Asprooth
20 Netherton Rd.
Rochester, NY 14609-4838



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Mark Tolson
29982 Running Deer Ln
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-2031
 



(949) 249-1626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Riebel
350 Hermosa Way
Lafayette, CA 94549
 



(925) 945-1785



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
r f
12079 tecumseh trail
conifer, CO 80433



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cami Cameron
1521 X Street
Vancouver, WA 98661



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Fitzgerald
113 Beadel Street
Brooklyn, NY 11222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Steele
1524 N. Sunset Drive
Flagstaff, AZ 86001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Keaton
3 Dale Lane
Garrison, NY 10524



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonathan Evans
422 E 11th St
Indianapolis, IN 46202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Gloyd
2351 Cranford Rd
Columbus, OH 43221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Stabler
1601 SW Lane St. Apt. #305
Topeka, KS 66604
 



801-302-1416



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Miller
1285 Coleman Dr
Reno, NV 89503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Kemper
1388 Callifornia St. 404A
San Francisco, CA 94109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robert shaw
2663 bradford way
west sacramento, CA 95691
 



(916) 206-8404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Schreiber
4471 Nottingham Way
Hamilton, NJ 08690-3815



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
I-Ching Lao
4225 Del Mar Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90029
 



(818) 371-7605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Froome
5531 La Cuenta Drive
San Diego, CA 92124-1418



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Badus
680 Bode Road
Hoffman Estates, IL 60169



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted. This
sounds like a no-brainer to me!
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Felicia Dale
2321 Fairview Ave E #10
Seattle, WA 98102-3369



 
360-440-0654



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Barer
78 Thayer Street
New York, NY 10040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annette Griswold
3202 s fox st
Englewood, CO 80110
 



303-719-6212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs Marilyn Phillips
632 Phil Ct.
Cupertino, CA 95014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phyllis Montour
911 High Rd
Norwalk, IA 50211
 



5159810921



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ted Sebastian
17161 N Casita Springs Ct.
Surprise, AZ 85374
 



623-544-0308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
erin whelan
4183 laurel park avenue
las vegas, NV 89103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Wheeler
5517 Clara Street
New Orleans, LA 70115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen  Smith
181 S Norwinden Dr
Springfield, PA 19064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dale Russ
13533 23rd Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Marie Ward
495 N. Latham St.
Alexandria, VA 22304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Hogan
1624 S. Main St., Downstairs
Salt Lake City, UT 84115
 



8018603410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marvin Ritchhart
19825 Hoffman Rd.
Monroeville, IN 46773



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lise Sayer
450 West End Ave, Apt 15
North Plainfield, NJ 07060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Maysen
510 Riviera Dr.
Saint Clair Shores, MI 48080
 



(313) 331-4575



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matt Candelora
69 Rutland St
Malden, MA 02148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristy Rawson
124 Grandview Dr.
Ann Arbor, MI 48103
 



(734) 239-4003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Sacramento
254 Ridge Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sally Sanders
14333 Memorial #27
Houston, TX 77079



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sky Dredge
PO Box 3741
Sierra Vista, AZ 85636



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sunny Thai
551 E. Peltason Drive Room 201
Irvine, CA 92617



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Jane DiMartino
12320 Catoctin View Drive
Mount Airy, MD 21771
 



301-865-5275



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Minichiello
28 east erie street
Blauvelt, NY 10913



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
andrew sessa
3153 shore parkway
brooklyn , new york, NY 11235-5118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Herbert A Lord
408 Ravenel Street
Columbia, SC 29205
 



(609) 443-3981



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
pete childs
70100 mirage cove dr
rancho mirage, CA 92270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Neiberger
PO Box 6549
Carmel, CA 93921



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Kestler
2101 Challedon Way
Louisville, KY 40223
 



502 339 9851



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenny Langham
3332 Camino Cielo Vista
Santa Fe, NM 87507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Csicsery-Ronay
2321 N.Wakefield St.
Arlington, VA 22207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Gayle Spencer
2603 Alpine Road
Menlo Park, CA 94025
 



650-854-5495



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Pease
84 Bronson
Littleton, NH 03561



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russell  Landau
2245 Blossom Valley Road
Lancaster, PA 17601
 



7175190235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Nancy Peterson
229 Sherman Drive
Scotts Valley, CA 95066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carol milton
7415 south ivy way
centennial, CO 80112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Marco
20 Star Rd
West newton, MA 02465



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruby Love-Kinsey
Elmhurst St. NW
Albuquerqeu, NM 87114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
hernan alzuro
13820 n 64th st
scottsdale, AZ 85254



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen white
16 Brooks Road
Liverpool, ot L37 2JL



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caitilin Kane
612 E. 4th St.
Dell Rapids, SD 57022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Art godinez
15751 country club dr.
Chino Hills, CA 91709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Kuhlman
11615 sw 50th ct
Cooper City, FL 33330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bert Whitehair
Godfrey Rd
Lake City, PA 16423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tammy stewart
2017 grayden ct
superior, CO 80027
 



303-898-7414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Markus Stein
2316 E 28th St
Vancouver, WA 98661
 



360-643-0205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike & Dana Seguljic
433 Diamond Point Road
Diamond Point, NY 12824-2808
 



518-926-8479



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura  Murchison
10875 Waterbridge Circle
Dallas, TX 75218
 



214-906-4533



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Myers
9075 Playhouse Rd
Petersburg, PA 16669



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
judy Foran
1614 West 6th Street
North Platte, NE 69101-7100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Burgio
7505 Buckingham
Allen Park, MI 48101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenny Osborn
3932 NE 39th Avenue
Portland, OR 97212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James and Shelley and Elise Poston
don't send mail Estate Dr
Morgantown, WV 26508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Las Vegas is already to big.  The place is a nightmare to get around in.  I say don't
compound the ares problems by approving the SNWA Water Rights Applications!
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. You must deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause for all except the greedy those
who want "growth" at any cost.
 
Dr. John Witte
4855 SE Tenino Court
Portland, OR 97206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Lyon
1334 19th.  St.  #4
Santa Monica, CA 90404
 



310-8281388



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rox Petoskey
6691 E. Broomfield Road
Mount Pleasant, MI 48858



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
patricia sherman
4537 Pershing Place
st. louis, MO 63108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William & Tamela Roberson
5627 Colby Ave
Everett, WA 98203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalie Smith
7713 Shoal Creek Blvd
Austin, TX 78757



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Nemeth-Greenleaf
28 Bartlett Road
Kittery Point, ME 03905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Del E. E Domke
Retired
16142 N.E. 15th. Street
Bellevue, WA 98008-2711



 
425-746-6363



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
This is just another way for the big oil companies to ruin habitat.  it is almost 2012 and we
are still using the same crap that my great, great grandparents used while coal mining!  Its
time to look at our world and land to make sure it stays as natural as it can and not let
these big typoons take over our planet.
 
Sincerely,



 
Amy Campbell
2124 Ghent Ave
Burlington, ON L7R 1Y3



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
walter  brown
2040 rochelle rd
palm springs, CA 92262



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juliet Waldron
1241 Coolidge
Hershey, PA 17033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pols  Franco
Rua Alberto Faria, 884
Sao Paulo, ot 05459-000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Simpson
828 Ocean Crest Rd.
Cardiff-by-the-Sea, CA 92007
 



(760) 753-5983



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs Marjorie S Wells
11618 East Briarpatch Drive
Midlothian, VA 23113-2308
 



804-794-0507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Graciela Patron Mederos
Fontañan
Leon, ot 24008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth C. Busch
6077 County Road 290
Lafayette, AL 36862
 



334 749-8474



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Simone Moraes
church st
london, ot E15 3HU



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ian S Noah
939 S. Dunsmuir Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4729
 



(323) 934-9252



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Bennett
1436 Toledo st
Bellingham, WA 98229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elsie Trawick
1235 Mayfair Drive
Atlanta, GA 30324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Simmons
1015 S Dakota St
Green River, WY 82935



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. namita dalal
277xx
Los Altos, CA 94022
 



6507993258



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. helen freedman
3937 byron road
huntingdon valley, PA 19006-2322



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Ciccantell
5471 Gatwick Ct.
Kalamazoo, MI 49009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table. Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annemieke van den Berg
p. woltersweg 20
Renkum, ot 6871 HL



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Earl Forsman
7413 W Deno Rd
Spokane, WA 99224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Seth
1355 Wilmot Road
Deerfield, IL 60015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tamara Dupont
107 Maple Branch
The Woodlands, TX 77380



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
harold hedelman
21 castle rock box 1158
woodacre, CA 94973
 



(415) 488-0494



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Miliotis
239 Coneflower St
Encinitas, CA 92024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. namita dalal
277xx
Los Altos, CA 94022
 



6507993258



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie  McLean
18022 bigelow park
tustin , CA 92780



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Lakotta
4053 W. Gilgo Beach
West Gilgo Beach, NY 11702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
G M
111
A, AB T4b 0G4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Wm. Biff Cuthbert
44 Taliar Ridge
Guilford, CT 06437
 



(203) 434-0077



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kim murray
11 hamilton
toms river, NJ 08757



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Trotter
363 Eagle Creek Circle
Lake Mary, FL 32746-3829



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eva Landeo
100 West 89th Street
New York, NY 10024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brad McDonough
18 Newbury Street
Woburn, MA 01801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irina Kolomietz
3125 Oakes Ave. Apt.103
Everett, WA 98201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen King
304 Oxford St.
London, ON N6H 1T1
 



519-850-3414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John McCarthy
2765 Appaloosa rd
Orlando, FL 32522
 



407.249.2709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel Platt
1632 Denniston St
Pittsburgh, PA 15217
 



412-521-5244



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carole Smudin`
P..O Box 123
Bridgewater, MA 02324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pam Ramirez
2820 Grant Ave.
Richmond, CA 94804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james D williams
8865 sunset trace drive
keller, TX 76244
 



817-455-7540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris  Bates
1255 NW Polk Avenue
Corvallis, OR 97330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
R Espoz
2238 W Cullerton
Chicago, IL 60608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margret Guerrieri
4206 Lake Haven Lane
Chattanooga, TN 37416
 



4405416406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. helen freedman
3937 byron road
huntingdon valley, PA 19006-2322



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allison Pierce
2927 Regenwood Dr.
Murfreesboro, TN 37129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Pierce
2808 Via Piazza Loop
Fort Myers, FL 33905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Swoffer
32607 SE 341 St
Ravensdale, WA 98051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris  Bifareti
6589 Rockland Drive
Clifton , VA 20124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DEBORAH BRANDT
1197 BUNKER DRIVE APT. 211A
BARABOO, WI 53913



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melany Telleen
418 5th Street
Wilmette, IL 60091



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Reid
19 Miamis Road
West Hartford, CT 06117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We today are the custodians of our precious lands for the generations to come.  We must
not be shortsighted and despoil our heritage for short-term gain, particularly of agencies
that should know better about conservation.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Madonna Starr
333 East 55th St., No. 12F
New York, NY 10022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Herman Rhein
PO Box 2258
South Padre Island, TX 78597



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Shaw
P.O. Box 1482
Live Oak, FL 32064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beaulah Nel
16 Round The Green
Sunningdale Durban North, ot 4051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Deborah Livingston
1901 Aggie Lane
Austin, TX 78757



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nina Fielden
3302 Dellwood Rd.
Cleveland Heights, OH 44118
 



2163719334



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Bervid
P.O. Box 307
Tahoe Vista, CA 96148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Pawlak
7662 W. Rosedale St.
Chicago, IL 60631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Franklin
11504 Hyde Place
Raleigh, NC 27614
 



(919) 847-4435



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlene Kerchevall
533 South Nevada Street
Oceanside, CA 92054-4040
 



760-967-7673



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Brown
930 14th Street SW
Puyallup, WA 98371



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Boekschoten
114 Kenilworth Road
Asheville, NC 28803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances Sonne
743 3rd St
Catasauqua, PA 18032-2338



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Butler
1500 John Wesley Way 166
Huntsville, AL 35816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Z Lidicker
1108 High Ct
Berkeley, CA 94708
 



(510) 528-9168



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenny DeFino
1116 Warburton Ave
#2P
Yonkers, NY 10701





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dotty Bywaters
699 Milton Street
Baden, PA 15005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen Bowerman
5740 Walnut Hill Ave
Des Moines, IA 50312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
virginia sperry
9991 w rudasill
tucson, AZ 85743



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
judith malone
1339 NC Hwy 22 42
Bennett, NC 27208-9445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Santiago Munoz
46 Driggs Ave
brooklyn, NY 11222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick D'Annunzio
1774 Foliage La
The Villages, FL 32162



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Ponder
14607 NE Schuyler St.
Portland, OR 97230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gordon Reed
19930 lures lane
huntington beach, CA 92646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for your sincere consideration on behalf of the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's enhanced conservation.  Protecting the water supply also protects our wildlife!
 
Sincerely,
 
Shirley Smith



25115 E. Broadway Ave., Apt. 3
Apt. 3
Veneta, OR 97487
 
5419352575



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tandy Sturgeon
315 N Rath
Ludington, MI 49431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Fink
1806 Green St, #108
Philadelphia, PA 19130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bradley hodgin
po box 783
enterprise , UT 84725



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bradley hodgin
po box 783
enterprise , UT 84725



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Fred  Sokolow
1817 Hill St.
Santa Monica, CA 90405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rae Bower
4475 Burton Forest Ct SE
Grand Rapids, MI 49546
 



616-608-4718



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leonard Zimmerman
18 Tower Lane, Apt. 20-03
New Haven, CT 06519
 



2039460811



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n/a Gina McKelvey
461 4th Ave East
Twin Falls, ID 83301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. jenny sugrue
2400 stone dr.
lilburn, GA 30047
 



7706851932



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathie Penalagan
663 Dunboyne Cres.
London, ON N5X 1X9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcia Halpern
142 Lost Bridge Dr.
Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean-Michel Perrot
central av
Seatle, WA 98110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Josef Asteinza
458 Sharptown Road
Stuyvesant, NY 12173



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ran Zirasri
301 11th Ave. NW
Mandan, ND 58554
 



(701)226-7238



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Guy Indebetouw
407 Oakmont str.
Charlottesville, VA 22902
 



4349711473



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants, animals
and people that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Here in Arkansas even though early this year we had a deluge of rain, it was followed by
drought for months and wells around here experienced a significant water level drop. My
well pump burned up as did my neighbors and that was costly to not only replace the well
pump but to lower it. Americans need to change their way of thinking that all our resources
are endless and we can use up whatever we want for our pleasure. We are now down to
necessity first and pleasure second. I believe agricultural irrigation contributed to our water
loss. At least that fed people. I personally find it offensive that so much water is being
requested to be mostly used for pure entertainment in pools, water features and jacuzzis
for the wealthier population who visit or live in Las Vegas area.
 
 In Nevada water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin
shrubland habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and
annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand
acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial
streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada



and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Please deny this request for a water pipeline.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharilyn Stalling
22 Forest Lane
Eureka Springs, AR 72632



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Stookey
6047 Woodminster Cir Apt 19
Orangevale, CA 95662-5002
 



9168170042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack chadwick
733 Gleneagles Drive
Ft. washinton, MD 20744



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brad Jones
2035 Blackmud Creek Drive
Salt Lake City, UT 84150



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Wilgus
PO Box 812
Rural Retreat, VA 24368



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
terry payne
607 belden st
michigan city, IN 46360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darrell Parsons
3 Courtney Court
Fernley, NV 89408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and
because of that, I am alarmed that the Southern Nevada Water Authority requests to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Hovekamp
 
Mr. Larry Hovekamp
3433 Newburg Rd.  #5



Louisville, KY 40218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Gerrard
66 St Johns Wood Ave
Henderson, NV 89002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracey Marra
69 Frederick Ave
Albany, NY 12205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leisure Master John E E Miller
Leisure Master
3990 N Tres Lomas Dr.
Tucson, AZ 85749-9419



 
(520) 749-9105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
The Rev. Charles H Hensel
8414 Oak Ave
Gary, IN 46403-1427



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Griggs
956 Maple Ave
Carpinteria, CA 93013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anita Parish
P.O. Box 483
Sweet Home, OR 97386



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marty mackowski
1779 woodside rd.
redwood city, CA 94061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Morrison
120 Forest
Denton, TX 76209
 



(940) 891-1125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Fultz
272 County Club Drive
Plant City, FL 33565



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Remick
1202 NE 89th
Seattle, WA 98115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Raskey
7347 Chelsey Way
Falcon, CO 80831-6130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
wildlife that live there. I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to
pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denis Byrne
30 Cliff Road
Belle Terre, NY 11777



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Koontz
1864 E Foster Maineville Rd
Morrow, OH 45152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Flitcraft
1812 Pineridge DR
Cambria, CA 93428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lawrence Holtzman
11342 SW 69th Terrace
Miami, FL 33173



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ines Hoffmann
Goetheweg
Lage, ot 32791



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Blackstone
8203 38th Ave NE
seattle, WA 98115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Grace Kelly
PO Box 275
New Baltimore, NY 12124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Beall
21217 Chesapeake Road
Chestertown, MD 21620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gloria De Salvo
5601 Corbett Circle
Santa Rosa, CA 95403
 



707 544-0618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anita Randolfi
103 St. Marks Place, Apt 2A
New York, NY 10009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I'm from West Texas(we're drying up) But, I am writing to you because I care deeply about
the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the
Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water
annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water
to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely, Rick Lambeth
 
Rick Lambeth
P.O.Box 705
Gardendale, TX 79758





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosemary Barger
3581 Schollsville Rd
Winchester, KY 40391



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessie Walker
305 Calle Liana
Englewood, FL 34224-5105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hillary Gyuras
2948 Kendale Ave. Apt 201
Toledo, OH 43606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosemary Barger
3581 Schollsville Rd
Winchester, KY 40391



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Rossi
1 Maplewood Drive
Levittown, PA 19056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Are the people that submitted the proposal to remove the groundwater on drugs? The
western black rhino is now extinct due to mankind. What spieces is next? Pease, for all the
wildlife that will perish. 
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Denise Zak
1855 Rockefeller Road
Wickliffe, OH 44092



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Gaya
1550 Dana Avenue
Palo Alto, CA 94303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Baskette
6125 Elm St
Morton Grove, IL 60053



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brandon Chavez
3776 Beethoven Street
Los Angeles, CA 90066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a current property owner in Las Vegas NV and former Nevada resident, I care deeply
about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at
the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of
water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our
water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted. The
water authority's request is not environmentally sound, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. This could increase fire
danger.  Eight thousand acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and
125 miles of perennial streams. The toll on species would also be staggering.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Penelope LePome
635 Rio Bravo St
Ridgecrest, CA 93555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Norman
1220 Woodland Ave NE Apt 1
Atlanta, GA 30324
 



404-237-5737



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cristina moorman
valdeciprian 142
daganzo, NC 28814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cristina moorman
valdeciprian 142
daganzo, NC 28814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
apryl voskamp
4709 everglade dr.
austin, TX 78745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anya Martin
2592 Laurel Ridge Dr
Decatur, GA 30033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JUDITH ELDRIDGE
P.O. BOX 1028
HINESVILLE, GA 31310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anita Buffer
530 Winding Way
Warminster, PA 18974



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anita Buffer
530 Winding Way
Warminster, PA 18974



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elisa Francesca Lorenzetti
Georgenstrasse 72
Muenchen, ot 80799



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laine Gates
PO Box 516
Los Gatos, CA 95031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to export 57 billion gallons
of water annually to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth. You must know
that this plan is inhumane and unfair... or haven't you seen the movie, Rango?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Surely the definition of "environmentally sound" would not include the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elyce Brown
5941 SE 18th Ave
Portland, OR 97202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Marino
1500 S. Ocean Blvd. 403
Pompano Beach, FL 33062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gena Kennedy
1602 Levi St
Victoria, TX 77901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vladimir Kolesnikov
12-23 Lexington ave
New York, NY 98373



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina R R Celano
21270 Conch Drive
Cudjoe Key, FL 33042
 



(305) 923-9104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Danh
51 Harvest Hills Blvd
East Gwillimbury, ON l9n0a6



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Hannum
2315 Putnam St.
Terre Haute, IN 47803
 



(812) 234-8522



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim Tendick
96 Ventura St
Half Moon Bay, CA 94019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Gray
1284 Piazza Antinori
Boynton Beach, FL 33426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Becky Bless
800 Bockman Rd
San Lorenzo, CA 94580
 



831-600-7633



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Goyette
1700 Summer Street, Apt. A10
Manchester, TN 37355



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Hurley
5457 Portage Pt Rd
Escanaba, MI 49829
 



(906) 786-7396



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Crow
3180 S 72nd St
Lincoln, Ne, NE 68506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bette Koetz
82168 Hanna Rd
Dexter, OR 97431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claudia Leff
149 Highview St
Mamaroneck, NY 10543



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glenda F Denniston
3311 Lake Mendota Drive
Madison, WI 53705
 



(608) 231-1530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sandrine berthe
rue des ursulines
meaux, ot 77100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Fear
95 Bourne road
Spalding, ot pe11 1jr



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Henke
7121 S Wenatchee Way
Aurora, CO 80016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Friedrich
287 Meeting House Lane
Merion Station, PA 19066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul McCullough
3030 N. Hickory Ridge
Highland, MI 48357-3158



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susannah End
2966 Otis St
Berkeley, CA 94703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. sara u
hartwell
hartwell, GA 30643



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Redinger
872 June Drive
Fort Worth, TX 76108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Samuelson
391 Pleasant Street, #202
Melrose, MA 02176



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deanna Sommerfeld
538 Jordan Circle
Colgate, WI 53017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
silvia riestra
asturias
asturias, AL 33006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate Babb
8121 E. Wrightstown Rd.
Tucson, AZ 85715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawn Kimble
3980 St. Petersburg St.
BOULDER, CO 80301-6024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edmund Weisberg
1720 Spruce St.
Philadelphia, PA 19103
 



215-496-9895



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Lang
306 SE. 21ST.
Oak Grove, MO 64075-9017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tina Yao
207 Stoney Creek
Houston, TX 77024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Isabella Longarini
via dei platani 41
rome, ot 00172



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
linda neville
8713 w. 76th st.
OVERLAND PARK, KS 66204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherry Behzadi
1812 SW Green Acres
Topeka, KS 66604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Bishoff
1632 Bradley Dr.
Eugene, OR 97401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katrin Rosinski
30710 Normal
Roseville, MI 48066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Hansen
1333 Highland
San Diego, CA 92107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Hansen
1333 Highland
San Diego, CA 92107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Jacobs
1901 Montgomery Drive
Santa Rosa, CA 95405
 



707573-0351



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jordan and Beth Holtam
21 Mooney Lane
Weaverville, NC 28787



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nathaniel Shrage
1147 Oxford
Claremont, CA 91711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john marzich
531 starlight lane
arroyo grande, CA 93420
 



805-481-6700



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Justin Jeannero
215 North Court
Gladstone, MI 49837-1141



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Wash
5870 Thunder Hill Rd
Columbia, MD 21045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jamie Rasmussen
3695 Henderson St
Denver, NC 28037-8415
 



704-408-4279



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherry Davis
713 Somerset dr
Cedar Hill, TX 75104
 



9727651029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Stallard
222 Hidden Valley Rd
Soquel, CA 95073-9707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Green
600 South Horner Street, Apt. 107
Lebanon, IL 62254



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Strohmeyer
10213 W. 25th Ave. #10C
Lakewood, CO 80215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
candace porter
3661 N Campbell Ave
Tucson, AZ 85719-1527



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hilary Kacser
1050 6 st
miami beach, FL 33139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Wootan
3862 W. 20th St.
Cleveland, OH 44109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Sue Hanlin
pobox 358
Amherst, OH 44001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Seal
2431 32nd st.
Santa Monica, CA 90405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clint Lenard
601 Squaw Creek Court
Arlington, TX 76018
 



8175044495



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Dunkle
755 Panza Drive
Mechanicsburg, PA 17050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia L. Fuller
26 Pickard Lane
Council Bluffs, IA 51501
 



712-366-0423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
C Michael Brown
1104 Hemingway Drive
Raleigh, NC 27609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
india C
89 Lane Ct
Oakland, CA 94611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Art Glick
HC 67 Box 539BB
Renick, WV 24966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Mitch Dalition
350 broderick street #415
San Francisco, CA 94117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Baldwin
144 Head of the Tide
Belfast, ME 04915



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jerome feinstein
3 tenakill Park drive east
cresskill, NJ 07626-2054
 



201-569-5270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ann jansen
drg66
gbg, ot 67789
 



049557783333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Dunkin
475 8th Ave
Menlo Park, CA 94025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Bacon
2675 W Canyon Ave
San Diego, CA 92123-4709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Isabel Araujo
Vereda Bojaca, Delicias Norte, Kataty, casa 5
Chia, Cundinamarca, ot 00000
 



(57 1) 861 67 96



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hilary Batzel
4845 Transit Road Apt. M8
Depew, NY 14043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jee Teo
12767 Kittridge St.,
N. Hollywood, CA 91606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Gross
411 W. Gaywood Dr.
Houston, TX 77079
 



7134657907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jon Piersol
2519 Lindenwood Dr.
Wexford, PA 15090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
G Litvak
2712 Galisteo Court, Unit B
Santa Fe, NM 87505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leann Wolthusen
2303 NE 68th St
Gladstone, MO 64118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Javier
1824 American Ave.
Pomona, CA 91767



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriela Rivera
14464 1/2  Dickena St.
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Georgia Braithwaite
2145 Hogan Ln
Cottonwood, AZ 86326
 



928-634-7984



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sadia Caceres
5708 sw 36th ct
West park, FL 33023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Wasserman
1434 12th Street
Fort Lee, NJ 07024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nancy myers
752 Imperial Rd.
Valparaiso, IN 46385



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Schinnerer
906 Pomona Ave
Albany, CA 94706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Audrone Jokubauskiene
Medeinos 3 - 16
Vilnius, ot LT - 06142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Alverson
21185 Bassett Avenue
Port Charlotte, FL 33952
 



(941) 629-2689



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Richardson
149 S Barrington Ave #510
Los Angeles, CA 90049



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis P. Rooney
17 Lango Rd.
Amenia, NY 12501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Ruas
347 West Broadway
New York, NY 10013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabet Garratt
10270 noble ct
indianapolis, IN 46234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Botel
3000 north ocean dr
Singer island, FL 33404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Weinshel
1050 W. Balmoral, 2E
Chicago, IL 60640-1829
 



312-951-1850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenny Harker
945 Paintbrush Trl
Hemet, CA 92545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Conrow
2371 Grandview Terrace
Manhattan, KS 66502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenny Gronholt
315 N. Yakima Ave.
Tacoma, WA 98403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
D Harris
1709 NE 78th St #43
Vancouver, WA 98665
 



3608528361



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Malmberg
304 Snohomish Dr.
La Conner, WA 98257



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
 I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monica DuClaud
540 Delancey St. #203
San Francisco, CA 94107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathy leigh
9857 Rathburn Ave
Northridge, CA 91325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Valdez
140 Bellevue
Springfield, MA 01108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenda Grant
10 Wilson Ln
Westford, MA 01886



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JAMES GAYHARTT
6655 CHEVY WAY
TALLAHASSEE, FL 32317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Ann Ledger
528 E 79th St, Apt 4D
New York, NY 10075



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
peters Slattery
47 Vista Drive
Salinas, CA 93907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
peters Slattery
47 Vista Drive
Salinas, CA 93907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Hoyer
1532 Pinnacles Pl
Davis, CA 95616
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vicki  Simpson
1103 Paradise Lane
Ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. june Kovelowski
23 Canal Run East
Washington Crossing, PA 18977



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Portland Coates
1537 12th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Penelope J WRIGHT
1274 Old Foothill Rd
Gardnervlle, NV 89460
 



(775) 782-0219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leo Tobin
2684 New Boston Rd.
Canastota, NY 13032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Eisenberg
1603 E. 3rd St. Apt. 315
Bloomington, IN 47401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Elizabeth Butler
1110 S. Alves Street
Henderson, KY 42420
 



(812) 491-4041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Trammell
10137 Bryan
Meeker, OK 74855



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eleonora Ciccarelli
Via vedana 49
Roma, ot 00142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Steckervetz
101 S 2nd St #202
Madison, WI 53704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Polly Howells
484 First Street
Brooklyn, NY 11215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Mathes
1431 Alisa Ct
Rio Rico, AZ 85648



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Galligan
4501 Patterson St
Bridgewater, NJ 08807-5540
 



(908) 707-9737



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
History is showing that there are no econlogical disasters that the human race is afraid to
cause. while the draining of the Great Basin to supply water to a city that is trying to
sustain rediculoous growth in the middle of the driest desert in the US, it is just another
example of mankinds total foolishness. I am writing to you because I care deeply about the
Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern
Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually
from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to
southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting
the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Gaylord Yost
2925 W. Bradley Road
River Hills, WI 53217-2052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Jansen
31618 Bryant Way Sw
Albany, OR 97321
 



5419281743



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
OUAI Dalila
7 rue de Metz
Paris, ot 75010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
leigh flury
805 King Street
jacksonville, FL 32204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Drew Pelton
1225 Claremont Dr.
Boulder, CO 80305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Phillips
56 sunset lane
vacaville, CA 95687



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Orr
709 E. Cypress St.
Glendale, CA 91205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gloria Alvarado
6717 Everhart, Apt. 2107
Corpus Christi, TX 78413



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
candace stolley
24620 morgan valley rd
lower lake, CA 95457



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Pais
2304 Steam Valley Road
Trout Run, PA 17771-9115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daryl Rose
69330 Deer Ridge Ln
Sisters, OR 97759



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Hanken
1080 Dunlap Rd.
Jacksonville, OR 97530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am upset at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to
pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?  In its own
water-resources reports, the Southern Nevada Water Authority admits it can increase
supply through enhanced conservation by an amount greater than the pipeline would
provide.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marla Gostisha



5009 Trail West Dr
Austin, TX 78735



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
You must be the protector of our precious limited water supply, and the wonderful animals
who live there.
What will you tell your children and grandchildren?
 
Sincerely,
 



Josephine Salata
2632 Prescott Dr.
Mishawaka, IN 46544
 
574.258.0384



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Guard
453 Rockledge Rd
Friday Harbor, WA 98250
 



(360) 378-5033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barrett Goldflies
4824 W. Balmoral Ave.
Chicago, IL 60630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Artemis Asproyerakas
1322 W. Ohio St.
Chicago, IL 60642
 



(312) 666-3556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta E. Newman
300 Monte Vista Ave.
Mill Valley , CA 94941
 



94941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr Dr Johan Lindsjo, DVM, MSc Wildlife Health
Veterinarian
Almstigen 24
Uppsala, Sweden, ot 756 53





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kerry gaffey
7576 cirlce hill dr
oakland, CA 94605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Redman
35 Anderson Place
Aurora, ON L4G 6G4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Cathy Mathias
424 Tombfield Rd.
Camden, SC 29020
 



803-427-0918



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Neste
4437 Garden Club St.
High Point, NC 27265



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dara Engel
925 Judah st
San Francisco, CA 94122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valerie Guinan
22330 Homestead Rd., #211
Cupertino, CA 95014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Santi Guallar
85 US Highway 380, appartment B
San Antonio, NM 87832
 



(349) 375-3259 e



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathleen epp
po box 2194
durango, CO 81302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jared Polens
366 1/2 Houghton St.
 North Adams, MA 01247



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
There is something basically wrong with a proposal that would deprive the Great Basin of
water needed for its streams, wetlands and wildlife in order that more people can live and
work in the desert. I realize that Las Vegas has made significant progress in managing its
water resources, but if more water is needed, the Great Basin does not seem to be the
appropriate place to get it.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Bailey
2161 Puna St.
Honolulu, HI 96817



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Mansfield
37 Madison Street
Geneva, NY 14456



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deirdre Wolf
PO Box 330
Silver City, NM 88062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Scott Rubel
977 Montecito Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa Winchester
P.O. Box 1287
Magdalena, NM 87825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barrett Goldflies
4824 W. Balmoral Ave.
Chicago, IL 60630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Blair
2442 NW Market St. #88
Seattle, WA 98107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David way
971 US Highway 9
Parlin, NJ 08859



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kat matuszewski
27 walter ave
west hartford, CT 06119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Starling
4314 Mahan Road
Silver Spring, MD 20906
 



301-946-7851



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carolyn Wright
1830 N. Buffalo Drive, unto 2019
Unit 2019
Las Vegas, NV 89128





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Athey
200 1st.ave # 305
saint petersburg, FL 33706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy Jordan
801 Rossi Street
Boise, ID 83706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wade Byerly
522 Springbranch Drive
Keller, TX 76248



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phyllis Liverett
870 Millard Lane
Millers Creek, NC 28651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Green
927 E Rittenhouse St
Philadelphia, PA 19138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bonnie carlson
1073 whiting sw
wyoming, MI 49509



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris McGratty
3700 Commonwealth Ave.
Charlotte, NC 28205-6235
 



7046080828



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richardson Bentley
307 N Prairieview RD
Mahomet, IL 61853



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Hawkinson
2204 W Jackson Ave
Spokane, WA 99205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
k stein
3346 Saddle Drive
Hayward, CA 94541



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Conservation Dir peter galvin
conservation director
pob 220
whitethorn, CA 95589



 
(707) 986-2600



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eugene Whitehead
1323 Clover Street, NE
Olympia, WA 98516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicholas Ruiz
771 SW 11th St. #1
Miami, FL 33129
 



917-673-3740



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gloria Lee
143 Hickorywood Ct
Harpers Ferry, WV 25425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natasha Birdsey
po box 694
Arden, NC 28704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Waller
6232 W. Holbrook
Chicago, IL 60646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Remaly
7106 Dove Hollow Ct
Richmond, TX 77407



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Gibbons
815 Convent Rd.
Syosset, NY 11791-3867



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Kalmus
2501 W. Golf Blvd. #226
Pompano Beach, FL 33064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Ridley
4400 E West Highway
Bethesda, MD 20814-4502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ashley Trigg
1508 park dr
Gautier, MS 39553



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I have spent a great deal of time in the Great Basin region, including the desert shrublands
around southern Nevada.  I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kent  Buhl
4412 se Lincoln st.
Portland , OR 97215





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Blundell
1259 Indian Creek Rd
Mineral, VA 23117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Winburn
2133 Damuth St
Oakland, CA 94602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kay Von Tress
265 Waverley
Menlo Park, CA 94025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Fleming
4370 Colfax Ave. #15
Studio City, CA 91604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karol Rawlings
5314 W Sunset Hwy Sp# 19
Spokane, WA 99224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Briffett
PO Box 453
Tahoe City, CA 96145



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David W. Heidenreich
6689 Couny Rt 24
Colton, NY 13625-3107
 



(315) 265-3271



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Holt
PO Box 2183
Manchaca, TX 78652-2183



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Rothwell
1525 w verde ln
Phoenix, AZ 85015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Anderson
249 A Street #43
Boston, MA 02210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Wilson
234B Heritage Village
Southbury, CT 06488
 



203 262 6056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Clifton
2165 E 400 S
Wabash, IN 46992



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Krista Jakobsong
Kase 3
Tallinn, ot 76901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Connie Moreno
2803 W. 85th ave
Merrillville, IN 46410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Mansfield
37 Madison Street
Geneva, NY 14456



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roxana Zachos
Stanhope Road
London, ot N6 5NF



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ellis
3759 E. Newport Ct.
Bloomington, IN 47401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Trudy Nielsen
91 Castleford Rd.
Rochester, NY 14616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Cecere
105 Lost Lake Ct
Folsom, CA 95630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Semenza
287 Esteban Way
San Jose, CA 95119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Dear Mr. King,
Although I don't live in Nevada currently I've lived for a while there and spent a lot of time
in the Great Basin region. Here in California we've seen the results of taking water from a
region to feed another. The Owens Valley is a shadow of its former self due to the
rechanneling of it's water sources. We've already seen what kind of destruction these
kinds of projects can cause. Hopefully we've learned something from this and will not
make the same mistakes we did in the past. The people are calling on you to do the right
thing and deny these applications and focus on more sustainable means of gathering and
reusing water.
Thanks for your time,
Erik Bluhm
 
 
Erik Bluhm
28 Lyle Terrace
June Lake, CA 93529



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Lahey
1504 w farwell ave, #3
Chicago, IL 60626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Laura Robinson
25 Collinwood Road
Maplewood, NJ 07040-1035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stan Fitzgerald
8699 Lomas Azules Place
San Jose, CA 95135-2129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bravewolf   N/A
2415 A Emily Street
Pensacola, FL 32504-8208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory  Kampwirth
1438 77th Street
Darien, IL 60561-4409



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eddie Starr
5700 carbon canyon rd
brea, CA 92823



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Reiss
312 West Allen
Hendersonville, NC 28739



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rick Ballard
P.O. Box 5063
Berkeley, CA 94705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Pavese
1986 Windsor Dr
NPalm Bch, FL 33408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Janeene Porcher
13568 W 23rd Pl
Golden, CO 80401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Gloria Ann Callahan
229 Shakerag Rd
Aiken, SC 29803
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
christine roybal
130 so 200 west
brigham, UT 84302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Whelan
4265 Alma`
Palo Alto, CA 94306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jon Burkindine
1024 Dudley Dr.
Charlotte, NC 28205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am dismayed at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would one pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Federman
4029 W. Bancroft St. Apt D
Ottawa Hills, OH 43606
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Albert
664 NW 18th Street
Corvallis, OR 97330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allan Isbell
155 Del Sur Way
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Redus
7422 Fircrest Ave
Sebastopol, CA 95472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ed Glick
557 Village
Edgewood, KY 41017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Julia Villars
12845 Center Rd.
Bath, MI 48808
 



(517) 641-4434



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger Quelch
355 West Woodmen Road
Colorado Springs, CO 80919



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ed and Bee Simpson
2038 Milan Ave
South Pasadena, CA 91030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynde Magidson
65842 Bearing Dr
Bend, OR 97701
 



5415046263



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care about the Great Basin and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would be staggering, and some species of desert fish and springsnails
would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the imperiled
greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn
and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sheri Kuticka
820 Weaver Ln.
Concord, CA 94518
 
(925) 798-6148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Castigliego
7 Columbus Ave.
Barrington, RI 02806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MICHAEL LISTO
5370 Harter Ln.
La Canada, CA 91011-1873



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Ketcherside
8940 Derby Court
Newcastle, CA 95658



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claudia Moore
P.O. Box 312
Boyce, VA 22620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Snyder
655 Irving Park
Chicago, IL 60613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Bayly
68768 Highway 237
Cove, OR 97824



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dolores Hutson
935 Fawcett Ave. S.
Tacoma, WA 98402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Baker
10001 Stoneybrook Drive
Kensington, MD 20895



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Torbit
Po box 326
Breckenridge, CO 80424



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Downing
2316 Edgewater Way
Santa Barbara, CA 93109
 



805-965-8635



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileigh Doineau
114 Luke Short Court
Aspen, CO 81611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I oppose the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
The catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater
extraction, as documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental
impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phyllis Elliott
608 San VIcente Blvd.
Santa Monica, CA 90402



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denease (Deni) Havercroft
508 Royer
Roseville, CA 95678



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Galbraith
1852 Churchill Terr.
West Linn, OR 97068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerald Chambers
5406 Gunbarrel Circle
Longmont, CO 80503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leanne Jones
3188 Ridgeway Dr
South Park, PA 15129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jon Povill
225 Isleview Place
Lions Bay, BC V0N 2
 



(310) 455-3628



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melody Richardson
4141 Rosemeade Pkwy
Dallas, TX 75287



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Donnell
104 Avenida de las Casas
Santa Fe, NM 87506



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothea Stephan
Deglwies 1
Winzer, ot 94577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betrscheid Stephane
148 Bld Victor Hugo
Lille, ot 59000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allen Abrahams
150 w. village place
ithaca, NY 14850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Maxwell
37 Ulster Road
old swan
Liverpool, ot L13 5SS



 
01512832672



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karla Mailloux
197 Rustic rd
Ronkonkoma, NY 11779



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Sallows
415 West 50th Street (#4-R)
New York, NY 10019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Deborah Huey
1009 Quarry Ave. N.W.
Grand Rapids, MI 49504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Todd Wolf
460 rte 46
..
Parsippany , NJ 07054



 
9732277500



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Trott
237 Dutch Way
Big Bear City, CA 92314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Stephen Oviatt
5905 Eastgate Dr.
Sun Valley, NV 89433



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tamara Dunaeff
1050 Kendale Road North
Columbus, OH 43220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pj tripolone
6709 fire hill dr
Fort worth, TX 76137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Celeste Hong
4758 Cromwell Ave
LA, CA 90027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LISA TRENDALL
29 WORTHING ROAD
LOWESTOFT,SUFFOLK., ot NR32 4HE



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
What on earth is happening to our water resources? Everyone and his brother is vying for
them. We are upsetting the aquifer balance everywhere.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Talbert



975 White Oak Circle
Medina, OH 44256



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Pesantez
2302 Robinhood St
Houston, TX 77005-2606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Pesantez
2302 Robinhood St
Houston, TX 77005-2606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doreen Rapp
11334 Quivas Way
Denver, CO 802234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joelle adlerblum adlerblum
22 lessey st.
amherst, MA 01002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Christine Guerrero
5 Elm Court
Great Barrington, MA 01230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marc Lewis
6916 Windsor pl
Anchorage, AK 99502
 



9712856698



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William McGoldrick
2754 Rangewood Drive
Atlanta, GA 30345-1500
 



770-939-1707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jayne C Boyer
4316 Thetford Rd
Durham, NC 27707
 



(919) 489-4923



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paul noeldner
136 kensington
maple bluff, WI 53704
 



6082493711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Seibert
70 Brajenka Lane
Bozeman, MT 59715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Toth
7380 Honeysuckle Ed.
W. Bloomfield, MI 48324-2427



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Like you, I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there.
I am writing to tell you that I am appalled, therefore, at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would you pump this water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth there when there are viable means of meeting
the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
As you know, Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently
requires you as the state engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water
if you find that the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin
being diverted.
 
"Environmentally sound" is not defined in the statute, but it seems only reasonable to
deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and irreversible impacts
that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as documented in the Bureau
of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Walter Szymanski
retired
1317 Serinna Court



Silver City, NM 88061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Fischer
7296 Dry Creek Rd.
Longmont, CO 80503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jo Ann Pate
157 Leslie Rd
Goldsboro, NC 27530
 



(919) 731-4247



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aundrea Fares
110 W 26 St.
New York, NY 10001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Parker
1260 E. Elton Ave.
Mesa, AZ 85204
 



480-246-1113



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Giannini
128 North 13th Street #1005
Lincoln, NE 68508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Amundsen
556 Gifford Hill Road
Oneonta, NY 13820-4186



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Capasso
1746 York Hill Rd.
Lincoln, VT 05443



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Reed
416 Pat Cleburne Ln
Tunnel Hill, GA 30755
 



7066732102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
S Thompson
1651 N Coronado St
Los Angeles, CA 90026-1425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
william richardson
2618 A Berkeley
Austin, TX 78745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorien L Zaricor
1194 Windemere Circle
Gurnee, IL 60031
 



(847) 548-8185



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Lauritsen
1309 Crawford Drive
Friendswood, TX 77546
 



281-482-0350



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nick Ballering
533 E Seneca St.
Tucson, AZ 85705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leonard Tremmel
800 Lyon #2
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would you pump  water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted and I
believe it would not be environmentally sound to do so.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Sand
427 Washington Street #3
Brookline, MA 02446





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronda Snider
13805 Easy Street Kp N
Gig Harbor, WA 98329-5131
 



253-617-7410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Morse
408 West Sixth St.
Emporium, PA 15834



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Himes-Powers
1851 38th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine McDaniel
3867-A Utah Place
St. Louis, MO 63116
 



314-771-8942



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Maitland
101 Depot St.
Jamiaca, VT 05343



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Ferkins
944 Willowlake Ct
Cincinnati, OH 45233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Conni Mc Morris
2345 Winter St.
St. Albans, WV 25177



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Mayer
108 Rainbow Dr., #825
Livingston, TX 77399
 



(916) 765-0860



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janis Thereault
10402 Greenbrier Rd.
Santa Ana, CA 92705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Layne Ball
129 Weber Rd
Elmer, NJ 08318-2428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Georgia Libbares
505 N. McClurg Court, #1403
Unit 1403
Chicago, IL 60611



 
312-929-2156



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Nguyen
5400 Bryce Canyon Ct.
Fort Worth, TX 76137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Kinsman
1650 Glen Parker
Cincinnati, OH 45223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Stenger
14651 Carrier Lane
Guerneville, CA 95446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy McClung
103 Waters Edge Drive
Weaverville, NC 28787



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chris hunt
hoyt st
salem, NH 03079



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard White
1278 Market St.
San Francisco, CA 94102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Bean
200 North H St
Indianola, IA 50125
 



(515) 961-8862



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abigail Bates
2546 Granville Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90064-2804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert  Rivera
95 W 95th St.  Apt.24A
New York, NY 10025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Sherman
22 Garfield Ave.
Westwood, NJ 07675



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Sherman
22 Garfield Ave.
Westwood, NJ 07675



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Roberts
PO Box 841
Tecate, CA 91980



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carl Scarborough
204 East Village Dr
Natchitoches, LA 71457



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Noble
P.O. Box 327
5650 Osprey Lane
Freeland, WA 98249



 
360 331 5142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce Turner
730 S Joe Martinez Ct
Pueblo West, CO 81007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeannie Smith
628 Stonefield Loop
Heathrow, FL 32746
 



407-333-3333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Don't forget what happened in the Owens Valley after Mullholland took the water.  Use that
as a lesson.  Don't do this.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah  Hemstock



4337 Maddie Circle
Stockton, CA 95209
 
209-298-0532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lindsey Effner
1710 S Jackson St Apt 604
Seattle, WA 98144



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tamara Vasseu
Acacia Avenue
Garden Grove, CA 92840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawn Hayes
Chiquita Circle
Minden, NV 89423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele L Roberts
27 Herbert Street
Alexandria, VA 22305
 



(703) 243-1675



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Hoffstaetter
Despatch
Bonnie Brae
Port Elizabeth, ot 6230



 
219880033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gloria Otero
P.O. Box 204
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-0204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Anthony Parisi
Retired
8 Pschorn Lane
Hillsborough, NJ 08844



 
(908) 336-0411



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there because I live there to, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada
Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carrie Black
2766S Adams St
South Salt Lake, UT 84115





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Frey
30424 Marina Road
Dagsboro, DE 19939
 



302-732-6172



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Terry Ellen E Robinson
3662 Midvale Avenue, #5
Los Angeles, CA 90034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Gibb
600 Crestwood dr
Arcata, CA 95521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MICHAEL O'BRIEN
33 E. MAIN ST., APT. 3
CARNEGIE, PA 15106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
julien koschmann
705 ringwood road
ithaca, NY 14850-9686



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aome St. Laurence
P.O. BOx 996
Minden, NV 89423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mike soshnick
190 willis ave
mineola, NY 11501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Mellen
1576 e ocean blvd
newport beach, CA 92661



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The Southern Nevada Water Authority should not export 57 billion gallons of water
annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada; it is not sustainable and it is
unsustainable. There are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options.
 
Nevada's inter-basin water transfer statute requires you to deny an application for an inter-
basin transfer of water if you find that the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally
sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
The water authority's request is not environmentally sound given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur, as documented in the Bureau of Land
Management's "draft environmental impact statement" for the pipeline proposal. Water
tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrub habitats
would be dried, destroyed and converted to dry land grasses, supporting invasive species
like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of wetlands would be
destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be harmful. The desert fish and spring snails would go
extinct. Other species harmed including the greater sage grouse, southwestern willow
flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
The natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and western Utah is threatened.
Please deny the authority's water-right applications.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherman Lewis
2787 Hillcrest Ave.
Hayward, CA 94542
 
5105383692



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Craghill
Mount Crescent
Norton Tower
Halifax, NY 11940



 
01422 361266



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Corinna Bechko
4629 San Andreas Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90065-4138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maureen absten
286 chardonnay lane
lewis center, OH 43035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james dunbar
839 peacock lane
kissimmee, FL 34746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mekk Marcos
2167 E. Letterly St.
Philadelphia, PA 19125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Burnett
39 Mountain Rise
Fairport, NY 14450



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phillip Godsey
7020 Weymouth Lane
Fort Wayne, IN 46835



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Simmons MD
Quarrier st
Charleston, WV 25301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hope Welch
60 Union Street
Springfield, VT 05156



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Anderson
2712 Valley View Dr.
Knoxville, TN 37917



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Irikura
3049 kalihi st.
Honolulu, HI 96819



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Varecha
444 Seasons Drive
Grand Junction, CO 81507
 



970640-9061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Clark
19605 se 9th circle
Camas, WA 98607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. James Hedgecock
13-853 Malama St
Pahoa, HI 96778
 



(808) 965-7414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louise McGuire
3706 Los Flores Ave
Concord, CA 94919
 



925-521-5728



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanna mate
10004 WURZBACH RD
SAN ANTONIO, TX 78230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Molsen
3 Leedom Place
Newtown, PA 18940



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alfredo Smith
1941 Misty Circle
Encinitas, CA 92024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cheri harris
1362 san pablo dr.
san marcos, CA 92078



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan Briggle
701 NW 1 Ct
miami, FL 33136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabrielle Pizzuto
28 Marine Avenue, Apt. 3J
Brooklyn, NY 11209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Soref
8306 Red Granite Road
Madison, WI 53719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Olison
10524 227 rose park way
OrlandowayO, FL 32832



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Marie McCullough
312 Garvin Street
Pickens, SC 29671



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julianne Svage
35 grove st
Greenfield, MA 01301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Ralph Tanner
 
Ralph Tanner
1516-A Dresden Drive
Atlanta, GA 30319



 
(478) 452-2000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monica Stephenson-Dailey
18200 SE 42nd St
Vancouver, WA 98683



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joy Rexshell
11722 State Highway 54
Clinton, IL 61727



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Schall
26 Brown Rd
Asheville, NC 28806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike  Moxley
751 Sheridan Street
Hollywood, FL 3



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Candi Ausman
4555 Thornton Ave Apt 62
Fremont, CA 94536



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Ringler
4216 Mountain View Drive
Island Park, ID 83429



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Sitkin
PO BOX 1044
Crestone, CO 81131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John and Nancy Clark
285 Hickory Avenue
Bergenfield, NJ 07621-1848



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kamal Prasad
3184 Calistoga Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-9616
 



707-537-6840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Baker
161 West Street
Lenox, MA 01240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Stein
PO Box 32
Cornville, AZ 86325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lynne  conwell
332 Quail Circle
Talent, OR 97540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john werner
307 mcCone
Berkeley, CA 94720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Ribeiro
Paços de Ferreira
Porto, ot 4590



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
reita newkirk
45 paseo vista
santa fe, NM 87508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan DeRosa
234 Temple Ave.
Fern Park, FL 32730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jared Fuller
636 W .200 S.
Provo, UT 84601
 



801-226-2550



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Messer
101 college drive
pottstown, PA 19464



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Starr
1024 W 32nd St, Unit 2
Chicago, IL 60608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Keleti
18 Clarendon Street
Malden, MA 02148
 



(781) 322-5554



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Artemis Asproyerakas
1322 W. Ohio St.
Chicago, IL 60642
 



(312) 666-3556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mitchell Lettow
594 Divine Hwy
Portland, MI 48875



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michael jones
215buglers way
falling waters, WV 25419



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Manos
67 Dean Toad
Stormville, NY 12582



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Sandra Franz
1130 W Cornelia
Chicago, IL 60657



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and I am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Urs Schuler
1564 Country Club Dr.
Placerville, CA 95667



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Lopez
1001 S Ironwood Ave
Broken Arrow, OK 74012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ed Dunn
4055 Lasher Rd
Drexel Hill, PA 19026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lillian Alex
3392 B Punta Alta
Laaguna Woods, CA 92637



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Rutan
PO Box 631
Manassa, CO 81141



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas Schneller
321 North Union Avenue
Cranford, NJ 07016-2414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
H. M. Sustaita
505 River Road
Eugene, OR 97404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Luca Rossetto Casel
via Torino, 286
Sant'Antonino di Susa - Torino, ot 10050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Bearese
18251 Seashore Hwy
Georgetown, DE 19947



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Smith
955 Hargett Court
Stone Mountain, GA 30083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eithne Cunningham
344 S Church St.
Grass Valley, CA 95945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joshua Maizel
120 Davis Ln
Red Bank, NJ 07701
 



732-741-8761



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melanie Kohn
20832 West High Ridge Drive
Kildeer, IL 60047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Squyres
571 S Ripon
Yucca Valley, CA 92284



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sura Charlier
18910 33RD AVE NE
Lake Forest Park, WA 98155-2528



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
richard robinson
28 dover place
manhattan beach, CA 90266
 



3105464745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Small
3463 San Marcos Way
Santa Clara, CA 95051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Mark Holmgren
2039 17th St. S.
St. Petersburg, FL 33712
 



(206) 780-0132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Gruver
109 Belmore Road
Lutherville, MD 21093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randy Embertson
720 locust corner
cincinnati, OH 45245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Troy Tucker
256 Pope St.
Louisville, KY 40206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ellen Stevens
34 Allen St.
Flemington, NJ 08822



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriella Andriulli
140 Upland Way
Barrington, RI 02806
 



401 2450361



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Edmonson
555 John Muir Drive
San Francisco, CA 94132-1053



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I write to ask that you do not undertake this pipeline, which would clearly have a severe
impact on the shrublands overlying the water basin, and instead focus on water
conservation.  Las Vegas is a populous city in an environment ill-suited to support dense
human populations.  While engineering solutions may buffer the effects of that fact, the
result is a mass dislocation of water - and there is no  way to prevent the severe
environmental impact of doing that aside from conservation.  Please take a different
approach.
 
Thank you for your time,
 
 
 
Allen Henderson
513 Parnassus Ave
San Francisco, CA 94143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fidel Arbolaez
5550 Highlands Vista Cir.
Lakeland, FL 33812



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zoe Chapman
P.O. Box 23
Whitethorn, CA 95589



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberley Fisher
208 Veach Gap Rd.
Fort Valley, VA 22652



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there.  I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to
pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kent Watson
225 Black Pine Trail
Missoula, MT 59803
 



(406) 721-3500



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edmund Wright
2512 16Th. Ave. W.
Bradenton, FL 34205-4727
 



251-285-8679



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Murphy
9591 n Macie Loop
Hayden, ID 83835



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Bosch
123 Oak Crest Drive
Moncks Corner, SC 29461



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard DelGreco
6286 10th Ave S
Gulfport, FL 33707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Opdyke
407 Washington Gardens
Washington, NJ 07882



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maryann Haller
1617 S. Tulip Street
Escondido, CA 92025
 



(760) 532-4053



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Reba Crozier
43 Oerting Drive
Defuniak Springs, FL 32435



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martina Sanchez
3725 El Camino Real
Atascadero, CA 93422



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Altree
91 Perro Place
Durango, CO 81301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Palmer
11109 W. Colby Rd.
Gowen, MI 49326



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ella Robson
P.O. Box 243
Huntley, MT 59037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary Seeber
7380 W Colorado Dr
Lakewood, CO 80232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Iris Chynoweth
4954 Ponderosa Way
Midpines, CA 95345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Bassil Bassil
9714 NW 202nd Street
Alachua, FL 32615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Topping
6443 Elmer Ave.
North Hollywood, CA 91606
 



8182810162



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Moricca
2618 Sonoma Way
Pinole, CA 94564-1216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Christa Babst
728 N. Doheny Drive
W. Hollywood, CA 90069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daisy Bagnoli
33 Normandy Drive
Parsippany, NJ 07054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bryan Keith Garrard
1313 Jefferson Avenue
Indianapolis, IN 46201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Pemberton
2512 Coconut Drive
Cocoa, FL 32926



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dedric Moore
15 South 15th Street
Kansas City, KS 66102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Bennion
7188 Myrtle Avenue
Eureka, CA 95503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evan Griswold
24 Osprey Rd
Old Lyme, CT 06371



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa Kurtzhall
POB 143
Elk, WA 99009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Melinda Bashen
11649 N. Shore Dr. #11
Reston, VA 20190
 



5713135132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Siria Arteaga
1212, Hilltop Lane
Modesto, CA 95358
 



(209) 568-6654



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Courtney Merritt
5336 Corteen Pl
Valley Village, CA 91607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Sorensen
124 N Unversity St
Vermillion, SD 57069
 



6056241955



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Burdick
3636 South 54th Street
Milwaukee, WI 53220-1405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debby Dieckman
1401 E 11th ST
Newberg, OR 97132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
President George McCain
Photographer
211 S. Fourth Avenue
TUCSON, AZ 85701



 
520-623-1998



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
C Hertges
349 Normandy Street
Waterloo, IA 50703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Berkeley Stewart
5716 Newlin Av
Whittier, CA 90601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mrs susan brown
1877 church road
baltimore, MD 21222
 



410-285-7759



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
barbara heil
4722 amigo ave
tarzana, CA 91356



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
B Dorf
332 North Palmetto Street
Rockport, TX 78382



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
loretta mento
6 sunset ave
linwood, NJ 08221
 



6099278754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sandra hutchison
1260 west Heckel Blvd
rock Hill, SC 29732-2854
 



803 328-2777



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Today's newspaper reports that carbon fuel emissions are at an all time high and we can
expect more extreme weather and all the consequences that go along with that. I am
writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals
that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary bright
10113 cliff cir.



tampa, FL 33612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin Tomcheff
1715 NW Glisan St.
Portland, OR 97209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maurice Costa
allée du Bois, 2
Neupré , ot 4120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Dear Jason King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Babson
11405 Middle Rd



Morris, IL 60450



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Wellehan
4025 SW 18th St
Gainesville, FL 32608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Jackson
50 US Route 1
Robbinston, ME 04671



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Faes
3800 Papalina Rd.
Kalaheo, HI 96741
 



8086515336



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew Alexander
3339 Elgin Lane
San Jose, CA 95118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Fumarolo
1426 Wales Dr.
Wheaton, IL 60189



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
The destruction of habitat to meet human "needs" is unacceptable. I am writing to you
because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there,
and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Southern
Nevada needs to support its unsustainable growth with viable means of meeting the water
needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Iris Lubitz
191 E El Camino Real #205
Mountain View, CA 94040





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Retired Robert Resnik
retired
5508 Hoover Street
Bethesda, MD 20817-3716



 
(301) 530-4737



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary OByrne
99 schoolhouse rd
Port jervis, NY 12771



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Meney
1306 litton ave
Nashville, TN 37216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffery Franklin
7212 w silver spring dr
milwaukee, WI 53218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melanie Shepherd
111 N. Sepulveda Blvd. #250
Manhattan Bch, CA 90266



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Madelynn Frazier
1826 E. Woodbine St.
Springfield, MO 65803-4851



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Harris
2619 Airpark Dr.
Nashville, TN 37206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Ziemba
1300 La Playa #2
San Francisco, CA 94122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Pennell
831 Fremont NW
Grand Rapids, MI 49504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. martha oliver-smith
po box 257-369 s. pitkin rd
albany, VT 05820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeremy Engle
5506 Beech Ave.
Bethesda, MD 20814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Orsborn
207A East Chestnut Street
Mount Vernon, OH 43050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sabrina Geiling
8 Aspinwall St.
Staten Island, NY 10307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JAMES L WOLCOTT
GENERAL DELIVERY
GREENWOOD, IN 46142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Smith
44 Hubbard Street
Mount Clemens, MI 48043
 



586-770-9850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tristin eros
7970 cleta st
downey, CA 90241



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maryann Hall
5466N, Menard
chicago, IL 60630-1234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lola Janes
N 4213 Powell Lk Rd
Wetmore, MI 49895-9022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
pat melody
00000000000000
upland, CA 91784



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Walter Wray Jr.
11 Carey St.
Harrisburg, PA 17103
 



7173958340



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dylan Strickland
3540 Overland Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robert mayton
4345 autumn ridge bend
owensboro, KY 42303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Corinne Andersen
134 Castle Court
Washington, NC 27889-9786



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Wolf
445 Nikki Drive
Santa Rosa, CA 95401
 



707-579-9169



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Commercial Real  Chris Darnell
7101 Roosevelt Way NE #405
Suite 405
seattle, WA 98115



 
2069407440



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Judy A Genandt
710 Timothy Ct.
East Dundee, IL 60118
 



(847) 783-0531



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danielle Pirotte
allée du Bois, 2
Neupré, ot 4120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda A. Hall
9462 Lime Ave.
Fontana, CA 92335
 



(909) 823-1749



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L M M Drucker
6546 Haley Dr
Columbia, SC 29206
 



(803) 787-4169



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Spence
63 Aspen Place
Huntington, WV 25705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Tonya Cockrell
1554 San Rafael Dr.
Corona, CA 92129-2411



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stan  Ediger
1610 Neleigh
Las Cruces, NM 88007-1984



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Sutherland
448 Old State Road
Media, PA 19063



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Len P Jacobs
230 Bayville Rd.
Locust Valley, NY 11560
 



(516) 759-3387



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rob Jursa
Liesingtalstrasse 117
Breitenfurt, ot 2384



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wanda Darland
15926 Fir Ln
La Pine, OR 97739



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Maloney
25 Chittenden Ave. -#6B
New York, NY 10033
 



212-866-7222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Hoyer
704 NW Eagle Ridge
Lees Summit, MO 64081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
We cannot continue to destroy our wildlife and its habitat.   So many people seem to forget
that extinction is forever and the destruction of our ecosystems move us closer to that
possibility until eventually it will include the human race as well.    This is unnecessary and
should be stopped immediately.
 
Sincerely,



 
Jean McGee
498 Huntington Ridge Drive
Nashville, TN 37211-5983



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine A Smith
xxxx
San Diego, CA 92103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jamie jeffries
708 monarch
santa cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to urge you to deny the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. I further urge you to promote viable means of meeting the water needs of
sustainable growth through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options.
 
I strongly believe that Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6) applies
to the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request, and that that statute requires you to
deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water based on the fact that the proposed
transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
james thompson
2743 nw thurman street suite 7
suite 7
portland, OR 97210-2252



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeannie Smith
1485 Snider Ct
Lucas, TX 75002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lewis Frees
410 Eden Bay Dr
Naples, FL 34110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alyssa Greene
2410 S St
Sacramento, CA 95816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Evelhoch, II
17 Pamela Dr
Mechanicsburg, PA 17050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine Donovan
9176 Hayward Hill Road
Hemlock, NY 14466-9651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harvey Halpern
73 Tremont St
Cambridge, MA 02139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve ritchey
5661 chalet forest dr
st louis, MO 63129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
TOM CIVILETTI
14614 SE FAIROAKS AVE
OAK GROVE, OR 97267



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Joseph Alfano
235 East 57th Street
New York, NY 10022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen McCorry
35 W. 81 Street
New York, NY 10024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Veronica Falcon Gomez
Corona Pte 139
Saltillo, ot 25000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arthur Calvin
1208-A Kirkman Street
Greensboro, NC 27406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Celeste Anacker
2814 Miradero Drive
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-3024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Harris
2116 Bayberry St
Virginia Beach, VA 23451



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
katia scaglia
dietro campagnole 28
verona, ot 37132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carolyn ranusch
500 hyde st # 405
san francisco, CA 94109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra  Patzer
1316 Margaret Avenue
Mishawaka, IN 46545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Barth
1202 Stokes Road
Mt. Laurel, NJ 08054-6423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Heile
64 Fairmount St #1
Marlborough, MA 01752



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Justin Bonsey
10698 Weatherhill Ct.
San Diego, CA 92131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Cleveland
114 Eagle Pointe Drive
Delavan, WI 53115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shawn Wright
1658 Johnnycake Ln
Harpers Ferry, WV 25425
 



3047288474



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Townill
24037 W Oak St
Plainfield, IL 60544



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Dadds
109 Overlook Pass
Georgetown, KY 40324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Balek
7152 N. Sandy Pt Rd
Couderay, WI 54828
 



(715) 945-2928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna DiRienzo
5
Chicago, IL 60615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Kolwicz
311 Cherry Lane, S.
Monmouth, OR 97361-1910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
naomi sobo
4021 falcon st.
san diego, CA 92103
 



619 233-8201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Jordan
521 Lincoln St
Santa Cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doug Lenier
5720 Costello Ave
Valley Glen, CA 91401-4328
 



(818) 901-0975



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Beatrice Singh
1617 Edgewood Dr
Davis, IL 61019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mara Williams
19337 Orange Ave
Sonoma, CA 95476



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
 The Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there are important, and I am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keitha Hudson
741 Taylor Bottoms
Blountsville, AL 35031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Cumming
24 Spanners Close
Chale Green, Ventnor, Isl, ot PO38 2HY



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harry Fink
12798 Linden Church Rd.
Clarksville, MD 21029-1126
 



4105310830



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Baker
746 Bobtail Ct.
Peru, IN 469702908
 



7654750204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Stanton
524 N 50th St #1
Omaha, NE 68132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
william wrage
6955 cornell rd
athens, OH 45701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Weiss
4443 Crooked Ln.
Dallas, TX 75229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marion Kaselle
P.O. Box 93
North Branch, NY 12766
 



(845) 482-3773



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Yamagata
553 1/2 Silver Strand Blvd.
Imperial Beach, CA 91932-1020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise  Birmingham
146 North 300 East
Moab, UT 84532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
C. S. Russell
160 Convent Ave
New York, NY 10031-9101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gwen underwood
10984 brownstone rd
princess anne, MD 21853



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Connors
11510 Wild Acre Way
Fairfax Station, VA 22039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kai Ewert
220 Mountain View St
Oak View, CA 93022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacob Wurtz
306 10th Ave. N. E.
St. Petersburg, FL 33701
 



7275381111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marianne Amann
39450 N. Gudrun Av.
Ingleside, IL 60041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Holtzapple
800 Sandy Lake Rd.
Kent, OH 44240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Neal Connolly
55555 Pine Road
South Bend, IN 46619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicola John
1 Allister Street
Neath, ot 12345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Mary Langley
retired teacher
1 Third Street, #201
Astoria, OR 97103





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Connie Crusha
1077 Vista Madera Lane
El Cajon, CA 92019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Berzac
1629 Tiff Grass Court
Castle Rock, CO 80109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret HASHMI
3704 TREE FARM LANE
BELLINGHAM, WA 98226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Regulatory Affai Judy Howe
1770 N Lone Ridge Place
Tucson, AZ 85745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Georgelis
3776 Potter St
Eugene, OR 97405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Miller
350 2nd St. N. #25
St. Petersburg, FL 33701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Bishop
Alberta
Portland, OR 97217
 



(503) 289-9016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Shroyer
750 Garfield
Meeker, CO 81641-1208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Drecktrah
1963 Tumblebrook Ct.
Neenah, WI 54956
 



920-205-0541



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Spevak
6556 Nashville Avenue
Saint Louis, MO 63139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Weisel
5022 E. Trindle Rd.  Apt. B-6
Mechanicsburg, PA 17050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Ashton
2618 Ector Rd. N.
Jackasonville, FL 32211
 



9042546849



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Ashton
2618 Ector Rd. N.
Jackasonville, FL 32211
 



9042546849



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Lea
4819 NE 86th Ave
Portland, OR 97220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Bradley Houseworth
2206 Anderson Circle
Stevensville, MI 49127
 



603-588-2826



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kristi Hutchison
6323 N. Laureen
Fresno, CA 93710
 



559-298-0299



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Victor Yatco
Timberlake Court
San Jose, CA 965148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Smith
24 Brainerd Ave
Middletown, CT 06457



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margery Coffey
205 Farley Ave.
Rosalie, NE 68055
 



402-863-2522



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Elizabeth E. Lotz
3181 Stony Point Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95407
 



(707) 545-2270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr colin stevens
pednor
Chesham, ot HP2SY
 



441494782539



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marisa Malone
1702 east 28 Street
Brooklyn, NY 11229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlene Fluder
14180 Sharon Hollow Road
Manchester, MI 48158



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Melanie Mahoney Stopyra
109 Thurber St.
Syracuse, NY 13210
 



(315) 479-8122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stacey Bailey Pharr
902 Carolina Ave
Winston Salem, NC 27101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Maas
2525-15th Street
San Francisco, CA 94114-1227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
angela alvarez
1888 echo park ave.
los angeles, CA 90026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Peter Roche
2916-C Avenida Alamosa
Santa Fe, NM 87507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alicia Kern
27225 Sunnyridge Road
Palos Verdes Peninsula, CA 90274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Morrison
3950 Via Real, #133
Carpinteria, CA 93013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joshua Van Deventer
1256 Moon Ridge Lane
Goodview, VA 24095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Ruffolo
2320 Magnolia Ave.
Seffner, FL 33584



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ramsay MacInnes
40 South St.
Cherry Valley, MA 01611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Ambrose
674 Precita Ave
San Francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paul Cook
22340 S Deal Ave.
Channahon, IL 60410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Volponi
53 Pleasant Forest Court
Temple, GA 30179



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evelyn Verrill
1155 W Fawn Lane
Prescott, AZ 86305
 



928-771-9841



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dave morrison
516 santa fe trl #321
irving, TX 75063



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Huck
717 2nd St. #2
Eureka, CA 95501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Noel Parenti
4210 Sunnydell Drive
Winston-Salem, NC 27106-3552



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Head
12991 Hidden Valley Ranch Road
DeSoto, MO 63020-4829



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marina Capella
2905 S Denison Ave
San Pedro, CA 90731
 



8582054147



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Kuharski
405 Sidney Street
Madiosn, WI 53703
 



608-469-5963



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bonnie uffman
408 johnson
lawrence, KS 66044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
If you care at all about the Great Basin and the host of plants and animals that live there,
you must stop this pipeline from going forward. It is irresponsibly short-sighted for the
Southern Nevada Water Authority to request pumping and exporting 57 billion gallons of
water annually from sensitive aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would anyone
pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable
means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barrie Stebbings
PO Box 449
Stinson Beach, CA 94970



 
(415) 868-1241



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jamie Platt
2245 S 150 W
Angola, IN 46703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Becky Wood
Swan Lane
Agness, OR 97406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Pena
2407 Ivy Place
Fullerton, CA 92835-3012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jane Hickey
3617 NE 65th Ave
Portland, OR 97213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Sands
396 Wymount Terrace
Provo, UT 84604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia McHugh
7008 AMHERST AVE.
SAINT LOUIS, MO 63130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hiten Shah
2931 ROLLMAN RD
ORLANDO, FL 32837



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robert turner
po bx 29035
portland, OR 97296



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christie Lagadinos
2713 Lookout Drive #4102
Garland, TX 75044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilynn Martin
945 Lakeview Dr.
Idaho Falls, ID 83401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Janet Wheatley
102 Richardson Dr
Cambridge, MD 21613
 



(410) 228-4502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deenie Tallant
710 Duvall Blvd
Highland Village, TX 75077



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Foster
89 Meyer Road
Middletown, NY 10940



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim Cain
12 Oak Grove Ave
Woodacre, CA 94973



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Jones
2520 Derbyshire Rd.
Cleveland Heights, OH 44106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charmaine Slaven
10624 4th Ave SW
Seattle , WA 98146
 



206-335-4274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in this urgent matter.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shirley White
357 8th Street



Springfield, OR 97477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charmaine Slaven
10624 4th Ave SW
Seattle , WA 98146
 



206-335-4274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Merriam
27140-3 Hidaway Ave
Canyon Country, CA 91351



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mollie Reddington
126 NM 217
Tijeras, NM 87059
 



505-281-3480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eddo Feyen Jr.
3481 Harbor Circle
Delray Beach, FL 33483-8030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
pasquale de vivo
kennedy
napoli, ot 80010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rochelle Briscoe
4360 Kessler Blvd. N. Dr.
Indianapolis, IN 46228
 



317-408-6584



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Belle Ganapoler
808 Pepper Rd.
Petaluma, CA 94952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Alejandro
514 W. Verness St.
Covina, CA 91723



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dale Muto
589 Freeland Ave.
Paramus, NJ 07652



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Shuey
3824 Trogdon Ct
Flower Mound, TX 75022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Eric Sletteland
98 Irwin Place
Lawrenceville, NJ 08648
 



7323293508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karla M Butler
1938 Mill Road, Apt. B
South Pasadena, CA 91030
 



(626) 403-6838



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?  Frankly,
Las Vegas is big enough and should not expand or build any further. 
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Georgia Doolittle
24277 S Lindley
Claremore, OK 74019





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Holger Tressin
Braunfelsweg 33
Düsseldorf, KY 40229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nichole Mossalam
1522 university village
SLC, UT 84108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Derrick Woodham
1910 Blue Bell Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amelia Labbe
3521 Comet Mine Ln
Mariposa, CA 95338



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Morris
PO Box 60096
Shoreline, WA 98160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Grabowski
1012 Hemlock Farms
Lords Valley, PA 18428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Holger Tressin
Braunfelsweg 33
Düsseldorf, KY 40229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David De Almeida
514 W. Verness St.
Covina, CA 91723



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Lally
1124 Charmuth Rd
Lutherville, MD 21093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gloria finello
via argiroffo 17
Chiavari, ot 16043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liv Nagle
10226 empire grade
santa cruz , CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
debra temple
361 hollister court
san leandro, CA 94577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Gorra
197 Gregory St., Apt. 13
Aurora, IL 60504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Tebben Gill Lopez
3 North Street
Shelton, CT 06484



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maryanne  Nuzum
46 Crestwood dr
Kingston , RI 02881



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melinda Taylor
27 Alder St. #2
Waltham, MA 02453
 



225-776-7878



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary mcelhone
202 taurus road
schenectady, NY 12304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matthew DeLaat
626 Lincoln St
Rhinelander, WI 54501-3538



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
PauleAnne Pruneau
7820 Jamesford Rd
Baltimore, MD 21222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Unger
3540 N. Lowell Ave.
Chicago, IL 60641



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Kelley
167 Lincoln St. #17
Ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Taale Rosellini
PO Box 630
Santa Cruz, CA 95061-0630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
H McFadden
720 Haggerty 203
Bozeman, MT 59715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Lindberg
12 Rebel Rd
Wayne, PA 19087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Schietinger
1623 Kennedy Place, NW
Washington, DC 20011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Dear Jason,
 
I am a wildlife biologist specializing in assessing the impacts of energy and water projects
across the west.  I have worked extensively in Nevada on energy and public lands issues,
and in the process have learned about the state of Nevada's groundwater resources, the
incredible diversity of species they support, and their importance to rural economies in the
sparsely populated areas that dominate the state.
 
Given my background, I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to
pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. I question the need to support wasteful water use in Southern Nevada at the
expense of the state's rich natural resources, and would like to challenge you with this
question:  is this development needed given current projected economic growth and
associated development in Southern Nevada, or is your projected demand based on
overly optimistic development scenarios and the continuation of the wasteful use patterns
of the past?  
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, mule deer, bighorn sheep. southwestern willow
flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.  The game species mentioned
above are ones that are powerful drivers for Nevada's economy, species that have
themselves been the target of expensive water development projects (guzzlers) just to
help them survive.  The diversity of non-game species are a priceless resource that, in



addition to having intrinsic value, represent potential untapped resources for the future.
Recall that our entire biotechnology industry was created using hyperthermophile bacteria
from hot springs in Yellowstone.  Relatively hostile environments breed adaptation,
speciation, and organisms that have untold potential.
 
These water applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern
Nevada and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on
the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jon Belak
Wildlife BIologist
 
Jon Belak
355 6th Avenue
Longmont, CO 80501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Renee Myers
440 Jefferson St
East Greenville, PA 18041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Elizabeth Ramsey
1626 Colusa Ave.
Davis, CA 95616
 



5307564948



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chandra Mayer
790 N Maddux Dr
Reno, NV 89512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Goldman
2652 W. Winnemac Ave.
Chicago, IL 60625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Gilardi
1132 8th Street
Hood River , OR 97031
 



541-300-0243



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalie Alexander
707 Cantor
Irvine, CA 92620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Lowell Fletcher
17 Harrison Branch
Isom, KY 41824-9076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Donna Hansen
1198 Hawthorne Ave.
Ypsilanti, MI 48198



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kaiba White
1307 Barton Hills Dr Apt *
Austin, TX 78704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexis Boulet
2309 N Main St
Pueblo, CO 81003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kathleen Francis
PO Box 25081
Portland, OR 97298



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Dicks
Juaneno Dr.
 Mission Viejo, CO 92691 4236



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kathleen Francis
PO Box 25081
Portland, OR 97298



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you on behalf of the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live
there, and I cannot believe that the Southern Nevada Water Authority's would request to
pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? It's
ridiculous.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Pajala
3063 Portage Avenue
Winnipeg, MB R3K 1Z2





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cory Brezina
4768 104th Ave.
Grand Junction, MI 49056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Gordon
3340 Rockwood Ln  S
Estes Park, CO 80517



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Grace
11122 Concord River Ct.
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ingo  Stubbe
45 Hunnewell St
Wellesley Hills, MA 02481-5411



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amber Monte
24145 Las naranjas drive
laguna niguel, CA 92677



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Hulsebus
722 Clark ave
Ames, IA 50010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Owner Steven Block
4814 Live Oak St
Dallas, TX 75204
 



(214) 828-0738



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Klisak
3738 Ocean View Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Victoria J De Goff and family
1916 Los Angles
Berkeley, CA 94707
 



(510) 525-8340



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Pistolesi
185 W. Sneden Pl.
Spring Valley, NY 10977



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Somers
2206 Shades Crest Rd
Huntsville, AL 35801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosalie Anderson
8659 North Main
Tempe, AZ 85347



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Avery Leinova
107 S E 30th Place
Portland, OR 97214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Mingledorff
327 Ameno Drive West
Palm Springs, CA 92262
 



(760) 864-9369



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill McManus
First Ave.
New York City, NY 10028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vincenzo Fimiani
Via S. Filippo Bianchi, 54
Messina, ot 98122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cameron Walford
1300 Village Ln
Fort Collins, CO 80521
 



9702274495



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcy Gustafson
1522 W. Ardmore
Chicago, IL 60660



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Roberts
6-613 Warsaw Ave
Winnipeg, MB R3M1B4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Dufour
415 Litchfield St.
Torrington, CT 06790



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marianne Corriere
752 SE Cephas Liston Road
Branford, FL 32008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
k h torgerson
9002 dawn circle
boerne, TX 78006-5517



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Meryle A Korn
5256 NE 47th Avenue
Portland, OR 97218-1966
 



503-281-7475



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn Greene
330 Colon Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Hale
2200 Hwy 98, #4-112
Daphne, AL 36526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Peterson
14694 Ten Sleep Cir.
Bluffdale, UT 84065
 



(801) 631-1473



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lee Raven
1227 Monterey Avenue
Berkeley, CA 94707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Ruzza
1141 Garner Avenue
Schenectady , NY 12309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lois Peddicord
369 Princeton Drive
Pittsburgh, PA 15235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gloria Tavera
2034 Fairview Ave, Apt. 6
Cleveland, OH 44106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Glen  Carroll
6455 S. 127th Pl.
Seattle, WA 98178-3634
 



206-772-9269



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Williams
219 W Beech Dr
Schaumburg, IL 60193
 



360-461-9651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John  Potter
PO Box 22668
Seattle, WA 98122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Shutkin
5255 N. Hollywood Ave.
Milwaukee, WI 53217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tara Cornelisse
Felton
Felton, CA 95018
 



415-971-8773



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Florence Assalit
PO Box 3082
Monterey, CA 93940



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Warhol
158 Macintosh Hill Rd.
Randolph, VT 05060
 



802-234-5570



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
Remember, once its gone it won't come back.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Wright
5 lambert johnson drive
Ocean, NJ 07712





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sean Quinlan
12205 269th Ave NE
Duvall, WA 98019-8219
 



2063887599



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Hammermeister
16456 Shamhart Dr.
Granada Hills, CA 91344



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles McMillan
833 S. Market St. Apt #209
Wichita, KS 67211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Curotto
621 Quinebaug Rd
Quinebaug, CT 06262



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ramona Teagarden
510 Baywood Ct.
Ukiah, CA 95482
 



707-467-9441



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Amato
5033 Midway Road
Vacaville, CA 95688
 



(707) 365-2116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bobbi browne
105 Eaton Lane
Oak Ridge, TN 37830



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christa Gautschi
Anton von Blarerweg 23
Aesch, ot 4147
 



((41) 6) -170- ext. 13527



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sidney A Stetson
1069 S Main St
Northfield, VT 05663
 



(802) 485-8588



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
silvia spagnoli_berman
65 nassau street#4b
nyc, NY 10038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Heiartz, Jr.
7859 Monument Drive
Grants Pass, OR 97526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Unai Fuente Gomez
Paseo Alparrache, 18
Navalcarnero - Spain, ot 28600



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annabelle Travis
5926 Hillside Dr.
EL SOBRANTE, CA 94803-3614
 



5106690708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MS CODY BECKER
P O BOX 228
MAPLE CITY, MI 49664



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Loretta Sehlmeyer
15 Randolph Drive
Dix Hills, NY 11746



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Collins
24302 Carter Road Unit B
Bothell, WA 98021
 



(425) 748-3443



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Snyder
8048 Willis Ave
apt 278
Panorama City, CA 91402



 
631-790-5244



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Noah Holmgren
2039 17th Street South
St. Petersburg, FL 33712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vikki Pingle
2561 Rocky Springs Drive
Marietta, GA 30062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Penney Nichols-Whitehead
1 campus dr
Allendale, MI 49401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Bell-Kaul, Ph.D.
4225 Esch Lane
Madison, WI 53704
 



(608) 244-2335



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Marcus
1120 Maple Ave.
Vineland, NJ 08360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We Are  writing to you because we care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants
and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Goodwin
W3546 Browns Lake Road
Vulcan, MI 49892
 



906 246 3813



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Sitomer
520 Kewanee
Ypsilanti, MI 48197



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elfie Elms
392 Barrel Horse Dr
Charles Town, WV 25414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Dear sir, please do not allow the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
 Pumping that water to Las Vegas seems reckless to me because it is an arid desert.  Why
do we really insist on wasting so much water there?  I know that Las Vegas has a lot of
tourism and many people, but should it all be there?  Should we expand it?  Las Vegas
does not live within its water means.  Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada
to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs
through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
Please tell Las Vegas that it needs to cut down its unnecessary waste of water on golf
courses, swimming pools, green lawns and such.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.  [I feel that these species serve a greater purpose than the
monoculture of suburbanite grass.]
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Elizabeth Leighton
1411 Ellis Ave Box 635
Ashland, WI 54806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Davidson
2741 62nd Ave NW
Olympia, WA 98502- 302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dian Dunsay
829 Camino Vistas Encantada
Santa Fe, NM 87507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joyce britt
3 rose ave
mill valley, CA 94941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teri Sigler
100 Shaffer Road
Santa Cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hannah Leiden
3273 31st Street
Astoria, NY 11106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. J David D Gillanders
PO Box 2786
State University, AR 72467
 



(870) 972-6603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brbara Tyrrell
1729 Irwin
Waterford, MI 48327



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thelma Matlin
4755 Bradford Lane
Reno, NV 89519



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Holcombe
P.O. Box 842290
Houston, TX 77284-2290



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Lyne
PO Box 3473
Breckenridge, CO 80424



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
merle moshiri
19412 Pompano
Huntington Beach, CA 92648



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bridget Hauler
3151 Madera Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants ,
animals and people that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Peter W Callen
labor
16 Dos Hermanitas



Placitas, NM 87043
 
(505) 867-3189



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Lippert
210 Donegal Way
Martinez, CA 94553



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MS Alan Bartl
512  Juilliard Park Dr.
Santa Rosa, CA 95401
 



(707) 525-8673



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Richard J Sherman and family
1916 Los Angeles
Berkeley, CA 94707
 



(510) 525-8340



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Shapira
835 Kansas St
San Francisco, CA 94107
 



415-378-6505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Loren Kimmel
456 Royal Village
Manchester, MO 63011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
B Boortz
15750 Winchester Blvd., #201
Los  Gatos, CA 95030-3327



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing, as I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live
there, and am thoroughly appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to
pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options???
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer (you!) to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if it is found the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request can not be defined as such, given the
catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater
extraction, as documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental
impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should - most
definitely! -  be taken off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
P. Johansen
2066 Camel Lane, Apt. 8
Walnut Creek, CA 94596



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Overbey
242 Dearborne Avenue
Blackwood, NJ 08012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca  Jewell
806 Leslie Ct
Evans, GA 30809



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanne Hevener
S. 12th St.
Roca, NE 68430



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Lame
8813 Blue Jay Circle
Salt Lake City, UT 84121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Triptaa Surve
735 K St.
Anchorage , AK 99501
 



907-223-3335



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Remijio Broviak
16313 vista Ct
Chino Hills, CA 91709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patsy V. Braden
110 Central
Carrizozo, NM 88301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Pamela VourosCallahan
11761 Adams Road
Granger, IN 46530
 



5742736281



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Mullen
2605 Piccadilly Ct
Lincoln, NE 68512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Brannon
3100 Moseley Rd
Cross Roads, TX 76227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
UNDERGROUND WATER DOES NOT REPLENISH ITSELF UNLESS GIVEN
HUNDREDS OF YEARS WITH GOOD RAINS.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
roberta miller
3129 rivermill dr



columbus, OH 43220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Musgrove
8004 Belleview Ave
Kansas City, MO 64114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Bennett
1201 Wilder Ave. #1704
Honolulu, HI 96822-3160
 



(808) 956-4165



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs Michelle Cornell
1716 N Brooks Ave Apt 109
Fresno, CA 93705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Meredith Ray
1704 Dakar Road East
Fort Worth, TX 76116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Changus
324 Belvedere Street
La Jolla, CA 92037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Annemarie Prairie
1049 Dearborn Pl
Boulder, CO 80303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jane rickert
3513 Lincoln avenue
altadena, CA 91001-3831



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Neuhauser
1466 11th Street
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266
 



(310) 210-6539



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rob rondanini
po box 1441
rondanini, CA 95678
 



916 956-5574



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Batson
3840 Evergreen Street
Irving, TX 75061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. marilyn barry
709 unionville road
Kennett Square, PA 19348



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce Castilloux
Schoen Rd
Silver Creek, WA 98585



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Larrison
Main
Lombard, IL 60148



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Bennett
108434 s 4720 rd
Muldrow, OK 74948



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve Bellamy
2024 Santa Cruz Ave
Menlo Park, CA 94025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa Scherzer
197 Banks
San Francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shelley Volk
111 Wilson Dr
New Rochelle, NY 10801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Ruby
18 Tiffany Road #10
Salem, NH 03079



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a recent land owner in Nevade I am letting you know I am appalled by the Southern
Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually
from the aquifers in central and eastern Nevada and will be furious if you approve that
request.
 
Their growth is unsustainable.  They must find viable means of meeting the water needs
through increased conservation, smart or no growth management and perhaps
desalination options.
 
Because Nevada statute requires you to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of
water if you find that the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the
basin being diverted, and because there would be a devastating environmental effect, you
must on legal grounds deny this request.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M'Lou Christ
11485 SW Greenburg
Tigard, OR 97223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jenna parodi
44 av de cimiez
nice, ot 06000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hsiao-Huei Guh
3820 Vitruvian Way, #129
Addison, TX 75001-4434



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Laos
1327 SE Harney St
Portland, OR 97202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Olson
16297 Wolf Creek Rd
Montpelier, VA 23192



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bryce Beal
40 Elmhurst Dr
San Francisco, CA 94132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Conroy
1466 11th Street
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266
 



(310) 210-6539



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robyn Moore
6 Alder Dr. Apt. B
Middle River, MD 21220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Britton
6670 Shannon Ave
SAN DIEGO, CA 92115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Seitz
427 South College Ave
Tyler, TX 75702-8116
 



903-592-1617



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Edward Mainwaring
3247 SE 14th Ave
Portland, OR 97202-2806
 



(503) 341-9956



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Cynthia Nicklaw
17722 Still Harbor Lane
Huntington Beach, CA 92647



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Healy
1601 E. Highland
Phoenix, AZ 85016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Marquet
1304 Mustang Street
Nokomis, FL 34275



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darlene St. Martin
506 N Laventure Road
Mount Vernon, WA 98273



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise Fernandez
25 Sw 31 Avenue
Miami, FL 33135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nathan Nielsen
1107 S. Peters St., Apt. 215
New Orleans, LA 70130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Bergey
144 Green Valley Rd
Winston-Salem, NC 27106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Drue Chatfield
211 Sauga
North Kingstown, RI 02852



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brett Cline
65 Capp
San Francisco, CA 94103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin  and I am appalled at the
Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water
annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water
to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you to
deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if you finds that the proposed
transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Neil Stahl
459 Melanie Court
Chapel Hill, NC 27514-1836



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Coffee
4183 Fruitwood Ct
Lake Oswego, OR 97035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce Johnson
132 N Maple St
Burbank, CA 91505-4225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacques Menauge
11 Allee De La Foret
Canejan, ot 33610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Gaugler
1703 Harvard Ave
Seattle, WA 98122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
viktoria vazorka
3305 beech st
san diego, CA 92102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Esmeralda Barragan
4394 Clavele Ct
Moorpark, CA 93021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helene Zimmerman
13969 Marquesas Way
Marina del Rey, CA 90292



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Hord
635 E. Maryland Ave
Phoenix, AZ 85012-1133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Arnone
3604 Lorne St SE
Tumwater, WA 98501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Kobayashi
P. o. Box 1233
Kilauea, HI 96745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Volpe
Po box 70
Stony brook , NY 11790



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shea Fitzmorris
111 NE View Ridge Dr
Belfair, WA 98528



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Holt
2952 Ivanhoe Glen
Fitchburg, WI 53711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doris Warnstedt
Am Fischstein 8
Frankfurt, ot 60488



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there. I  am appalled that the Southern Nevada Water Authority would
even consider, let alone request, permission to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water
annually from the aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would any reasonable
individual want to pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if you find that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin from which the water
would be diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request, as documented in the Bureau of Land
Management's "draft environmental impact statement"  for the proposed pipeline is not
sound, either environmentally or logically.  The catastrophic and irreversible impacts that
would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction would beyond repair or recovery.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
This application threatens the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right application based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts that would ensue. In light of other options available to
the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, the discussion of the application
should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Hanson
1555 NW Leland St



Pullman, WA 99163



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
matt bard
110 Central
Carrizozo, NM 88301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances Harriman
PO Box 251
Petersburg, PA 16669-0251



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Merrie Ritter
2001 La Veta Dr NE
Albuquerque, NM 87110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Risse
3510 Military Road
Amelia, VA 23002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aleda Barton
5281 Victoria Place
Westminster, CA 92683



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Carlin
400 Merion dr
Newtown, PA 18940



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhonda Marr
391 Fairmount Ave NE
Warren, OH 44483
 



330-399-2440



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
PLEASE NOTE: It is time to allow for the creation of water canals and resevoirs to be
developed along the main arteries of our freeway systems to allow potential flood waters to
be collected and sent along these waterways to be contained in resevoirs in the states
dealing with drought and low water issues. The space is already there. If we can build an
oil sludge pipeline from the northwest of this country to the Gulf of Mexico, we could
develop a waterway to capture excess water and send it to the areas in need.



 
Sincerely,
 
Megan Mather
9906 Ironwood Lane
Richmond, TX 77469



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there. I am a former Nevada resident UNR B.S. Animal Science 1984,
UNR M.S. Animal Science 1986. I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Kock
1027 Old Hwy 8
Roosevelt, WA 99356





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. John Cannatella
86 East 4th Street Apt 16
New York, NY 10003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Demetria Christo
2626 Chartres St
New Orleans, LA 70117-7312
 



5042748774



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ERNEST SCHOLZ
1175 CHESTNUT
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tara Lulla
15511 Conifer Bay Court
Houston, TX 77059
 



2814865247



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Carpenter
21411 18th St E
Lake Tapps, WA 98391



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robin mccarty
14660 e 43rd ave
denver, CO 80239



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Sellers
1509 N. Yale Blvd.
Richardson, TX 75081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ana Wells
2252 meridian blvd
mammoth lakes, CA 93546
 



760924-7663



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brendan Murphy
4 Wisteria Ln
Rochester, NY 14617
 



585-208-3468



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
aRIANNA Longarini
via dei platani 41
rome, ot 00172



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
martin Falk
728 Stephens dr.
Eugene, OR 97404-3281



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sandra Jackson
44 Juniper Lane
Pembroke, MA 02359-2819



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MAUREEN LEVIER
218 neptune ave
beachwood, NJ 08722
 



7323499483



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
owen shaffer
3020 diamond  drive
alpena, MI 49707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Rolbeck
2768 Countryside Dr
Placerville, CA 95667



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Cisney
1150 Inca St. #90
Denver, CO 80204-3568



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heidi Gould
419 N. 4th Street
Marquette, MI 49855



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Crystal Wiener
159 Shunpike Rd
Cromwell, CT 06416



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Steinbrunner
109 Muirfield Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Howden
10 Ribblesdale Drive
Whitby, ON L1N 6K6
 



905-430-7164



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Morgan
29 Thurland Avenue
Asheville, NC 28803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tindall Christine
4132 Avery Ave
Detroit, MI 48208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Paulat
14890 N. Alpine Rd.
Lodi, CA 95240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erik Peterson
PO Box 1142
Delta Junction, AK 99737



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Strelke
7 Douglas Dr.
N. Easton, MA 02356



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Dvorak Jr.
3393 East Scarborough
Cleveland Heights, OH 44118-3410
 



216-932-3517



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Nowicki
1453 N Dailey Dr
Pueblo West, CO 81007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve lustgarden
28 hanover court
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
 



(831) 427-1928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. kathleen wissenz
361 valley rd.
warminster, PA 18974



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judi Weiner
17C Doherty Circle
Swampscott, MA 01907
 



781-581-2472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Ellis
179 Roseland Ave
Caldwell, NJ 07006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ava Hoeller
4055 Madelia Ave
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Michler
2717 Chelsea Drive
Oakland, CA 94611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We are writing to you because we care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants
and animals that live there, and are appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.  That is simply a no-brainer.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doug and Lee Buckmaster
3650-C Calle Real
Santa Barbara, CA 93111
 



805-683-3610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n/a Kathy Nix
901 REGAL RD
Yukon, OK 73099



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Azuka Anunkor
146 St
New York, NY 10039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Greif
 915 S. Jefferson St.
GREEN BAY, WI 54301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Elena de la Rosa-Young
5125 N. St. Louis Avenue, Chicago, Illinois
Chicago, IL 60625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Manjard Jocelyne
bt d16 avenue beausoleil
la penne sur huveaune, WA 1



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joshua Caraballo
10220 N 27th street
Tampa, FL 33612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Additionally, the argument citing the huge growth in the Las Vegas population is now mute
since the growth was halted by the economy.  Utah's farming community, however,
continues and that's where the water is needed.  Please leave it there.
 
Sincerely,
 



Ms. Linda Abbott
1426 12th Street
Ogden, UT 84404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adolfo Lopez
4986 field st
San Diego , CA 02110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Denise S.
21337 china berry dr
Boca raton, FL 33428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jackie Duvall
2925Glenn St
Gulf Breeze, FL 32563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Hicks
920 west 37th street
San Pedro, CA 90731



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Connie Conaway
12 Youngstown St.
Canonsburg, PA 15317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen Kling
12 Georgetown Road
Colts Neck, NJ 07722



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aurea Walker
4621 Council St.#2
Los Angeles, CA 90004-4047
 



323-449-5647



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jordan Gascon
2821 State St.
San Diego, CA 92103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Sadowsky
4225 sw 84 avenue
miami, FL 33155-4238



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Rens
2306 Harrison Blvd. #5
Ogden, UT 84401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nowell Karten
948 21st St., #2
Santa Monica, CA 90403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tobin n max n budd cox
89436  shorecrest  dr.
florence, OR 97439
 



541  991   3568



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Amlong
2445 4th Lane SW
Vero Beach, FL 32962
 



312-636-7191



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Berger
2012 w. saint paul #205
Chicago, IL 60647
 



(773) 772-8592



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Bruegge
7308 Jean Dr
West Chester, OH 45069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Elisa Donnadieu
7249 E. Coronado Rd.
Scottsdale, AZ 85257



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steve  Weidenbach
734 Longbow Ln.
Bozeman , MT 59718



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Lester
317 phillips st.
johnstown, PA 15904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Nau
8133 Pleasant Valley Rd
Florence, KY 41042
 



859-525-8136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Agostino Longarini
via dei platani 41
rome, ot 00172



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert W. Rhodes, III
P.O. Box 355
Mercersburg, PA 17236



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Knecht
950 Unit A 21st Avenue
Honolulu, HI 96816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Niner
10063 Cambridge
Mokena, IL 60448



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Geraldine Gauer
301 Gemma Circle
Santa Rosa, CA 95404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Would that not, in fact, be stupid and crazy?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jef Harvey
13145 S Old Glenn Hwy



Palmer, AK 99645



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jamie McInerney
35 Audubon Rd, #114
Weymouth, MA 02188



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lee juskalian
pob 141
cardiff, CA 92007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
My husband, John, lived a long time in Nevada as a boy and young man; we have visited
NV often over the years, and especially love the Great Basin desert's unique ecology, flora
and fauna. We find appalling the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada to
feed Las Vegas. Why should you allow pumping water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? This terrible
project makes no economic or environmental sense.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to
the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table. Thanks
for listening.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail and John Richardson
5263 Cimmeron Drive



Bozeman, MT 59715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Kane
1117 FRANCES Ave.
Nashville, TN 37204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Ackermann
Helen Graham House, Room 1308,
London, ot WC1B



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheila Sutton Carter
730 112th St SW  Unit F-1
Everett, WA 98204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer McMurtray
8175 Imber ST
Orlando, FL 32825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
 I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "inter\-basin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you, to
deny an application for an inter=basin transfer of water if he finds the proposed transfer
would not be "environmentally sound" for that basin.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. 8000 acres of wetlands
would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and spring-
snails would go EXTINCT.  Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the
imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on their
severe, environmentally unsound impacts. In light of other options available for meeting
reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Mary McCalla
91 Kendal
Oberlin, OH 44074-1904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Ridgeway
842 N Sumner Ave
Scranton, PA 18504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Marchese
921 North Lacy Street
Santa Ana, CA 92701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Dorothy Carol Galante
3782 Crete St
San Diego, CA 92117-6122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tammy Morrill
411 Morgan fork rd #8
Morehead, KY 40351
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Terrence Delgado
5211 N. Tamiami Trail Apt 2
Sarasota, FL 34234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pilar Lopera
1727 east Mulberry Drive
Tampa, FL 33604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bernadette Blanchard
150 Allen Road #114
South Burlington, VT 05403-3802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan L. L Rogers
9796 E. Shamrock Lane
Pearce, AZ 85625
 



(520) 297-3767



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Tripp
505 Seventh Street
Boulder City, NV 89005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kitty Farhar
8131 El Descanso
Atascadero, CA 93422



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Broussard
12554 E. Del Norte
Yuma, AZ 85367



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Oppenheim
355 Private Road 6374
Alba, TX 75410
 



903-765-9032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Josh Burson
796 Broadway
South Portland, ME 04106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna poli
via dei platani 41
rome, ot 00172



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Hueneke
PO Box 834
Freeland, WA 98249



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Milada Vachudova
100 Hoot Owl Lane
Chapel Hill, NC 27514
 



(919) 918-4982



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Forrest
138 Troup St.
Rochester, NY 14608
 



(585) 232-6193



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Mora
863 Chapman Ave
Pasadena, CA 91103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Seitz
5330 SW 82nd Terrace
Gainesville, FL 32608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ginny Jackson
3819 Tripp St.Unit #1
Ames, IA 50014
 



8168536564



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cat Weatherup
1175 Arch St
Berkeley, CA 94708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erik Lang
3700 E Jewell Ave Apt 428
Denver, CO 80210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Winemiller
1937 W San Juan Avenue
Phoenix, AZ 85015-2423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Darlene Niman
84-19 51 Avenue
Elmhurst, NY 11373



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bethany Geiman
21448 Leiter St.
Hagerstown, MD 21742



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawn Foster
21 Las Brisas Loop
Placitas, NM 87043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Marlene Tendler
105 Walnut Hill Road
Bethel, CT 06801
 



203 744-3686



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anita McNamara
2001 Centennial Drive
Great Falls, MT 59404-3686
 



(407) 325-6397



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roslyn Pulitzer
2742 La Silla Dorada
Santa Fe, NM 87505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Brasher
5711 N. Oxford Street
Indianapolis, IN 46220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronnie Chittim
P O Box 297
Selma, OR 97538



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We are writing to you because we care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants
and animals that live there.  We are appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Helga & Jack Morgenstern
PO Box 917
Cornville, AZ 86325
 



(928) 634-9271



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawn Rutherford
4807 S. Orchard
Seattle, WA 98118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Professor Gordon Corkrum
2815 Boylston Ave E. Unit 204
Seattle, WA 98102
 



425-275-1212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Peeler
3692 Herman Ave.
San Diego, CA 92104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Doty
2508 61st Street
Lubbock, TX 79413



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yoav Kashiv
862 N. Hermitage Ave.
Chicago, IL 60622



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Gigliello
14812 Hunting Path Place
Centreville, VA 20120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
francesco barco
via pollenza 42
rome, ot 00156



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenda Michaels
15617 258th Pl. SE
Issaquah, WA 98027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Delbert Contival
3885 Waha Rd.
Kalaheo , HI 96741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lawrence Naderhoff
235 Shoreline Hwy
Mill Valley, CA 94941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steven lowenthal
167 w71 St   apt8
new york, NY 10023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Barros
174, 22 de Agosto st.
São Paulo, ot 02617000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Shucard
4848 N. Lydell Avenue
Milwaukee, WI 53217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Saltzman
1420 Locust Street #23M
philadelphia, PA 19102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n/a Nicholas Prychodko
PO Box 2138
Bridgehampton, NY 11932-2138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Youritzin
1721 Oakwood Drive
Norman, OK 73069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arthur and Lois Finstein
9 Randy Rd.
Framingham, MA 01701-4529



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maxine Stopfer
P.O. Box 294
Feloton, DE 19943-0294



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Shaughnessy
7308 N Skyview PL A208
Tacoma, WA 98406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Huey Franklin
19510 SE May Valley Rd
Issaquah, WA 98027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Bahleda
449 Shipyard Rd.
Shenandoah, VA 22849



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would water be pumped to southern Nevada to support EXTREME unsustainable growth
when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ps- I'm very fond of Carson City. I got married there!
 
Ndine Scott
550 Hoover St.
Oceanside, CA 92054





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gaetano Mazzotta
via doberdò 28
Parma, ot 43122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gil Jenkins
1702 E. John Cabot Rd.
Phoenix, AZ 85022-1639



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alan conklin
pobox 274
socorro, NM 87801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Sola
524 Padera Way
Chula Vista, CA 91910



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ann Lam
4040 Pauline Circle
Loomis, CA 95650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Rajan Wadhwani
4312 Main St.
Apt. 206
Philadelphia, PA 19127





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joel katz
1712 san paricio sw
albuquerque, NM 87104
 



242-7508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MaryKay Stewart
Bell Rd
Surprise, AZ 85374-9740



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marilyn redwine
4234 NE 70th Ave
portland, OR 97218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Noelani Bouchard
P.O. Box 9
Pahoa, HI 96778



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
keith keogh
2753 court st
BELLMORE, NY 11710



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
leonard hilley
544 twin oak drive
murfreesboro, TN 37130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah  Rosselot
10126 Spring St.
Cincinnati, OH 45241-1022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Beverly G Greenhow
P.O. Box 1132
Sahuarita, AZ 85629
 



(520) 762-0726



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Celia Rae
4301 Spruce St
Apt 152
Philadelphia, PA 19104





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Delinda VanneBrightyn
artist / volunteer search & rescue K-9 handler
1210 Salazar Road
Taos, NM 87571





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Mora
863 Chapman Ave
Pasadena, CA 91103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Michael Wohlleb
2102 Glenview Ave
Louisville, KY 40222-6348



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Noble
26 Rylee Ridge
Asheville, NC 28805
 



828 299 9326



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marinell Daniel
4070 La Colina Rd.
El Sobrante, CA 94803
 



(510) 223-0673



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Naomi Hall
244 pleasant ave.
portland, ME 04103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Manz
P.O. Box 361
Ingomar, PA 15127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Soule
11953 SW Horny Hollow Trail
Terrebonne, OR 97760



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dean Chia
929 Newtown Rd
Devon, PA 19333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
annick baud
po box 49
malden, NY 12453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Raskey
7347 Chelsey Way
Falcon, CO 80831-6130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne M. Volk
6519 Creek Bay Drive, Apt. D
Indianapolis, IN 46217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maggie Davidson
750 Pine Drive, Apt 11
Pompano Beach, FL 33060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brad Siemer
312 3rd Ave S
Hailey, ID 83333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Bescript
8882 E Maxwell Dr
Tucson, AZ 85747
 



520-663-1289



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terrie Durgin
10516 E 29th Dr
Denver, CO 80238



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Case
710 10th Street, Suite 200
Golden, CO 80401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Rando
2151 185th st # 2
Fairfield, IA 52556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jeff brown
po box 818
felton, CA 95018



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Grzeskowiak
341 n Madison
Marshall, MI 49068
 



236.781.9466



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Abate
253 Kramer Dr.
Lindenhurst, NY 11757



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Fitze
12914 W 102nd St
Lenexa, KS 66215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenan Searain
1306 W. Abriendo
Pueblo, CO 81004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Cachopo
2337 Harrison St.
Santa Clara, CA 95050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Derek Fawcett
3150 N. Sheffield
Chicago, IL 60657



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
robert hall
60 cranberry rd.
Pembroke, MA 02359



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sidney Ferrell
1202 Morrow Rd.
Medford, OR 97504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. David McFarland
1063 grant ct
Sonoma, CA 95476-7420



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tracy Costa
109 Carroll Street
Colona, IL 61241



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Stewart
13219 Copper Cove Way
Herndon, VA 20171



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie N Waters
8331 Blackney Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472
 



(707) 441-4854



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachelle Parks
240 Day Valley Rd.
Aptos, CA 95003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Bushnell
9925 W. 20th Ave. #16
Lakewood, CO 80215
 



720-980-3408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Jamtaas
3225 Malcolm Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90034
 



(202) 456-1111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Ricketts
9226 Grand Prairie Rd
Charleston, AR 72933-8158



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Walker
43 Seacountry Lane
RSM, CA 92688
 



949-709-7442



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nabeel Saeed
40924 Chiltern Dr
Fremont, CA 94539-3778



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
debbie miller
44342 view point circle
fremont, CA 94539



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Muldaur
38 Miller Ave #535
Mill Valley, CA 94941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Julie Sanford
15416 Gault
Van Nuys, CA 91406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danica Bihlmaier
Dürerstr.7
Freiberg, ot 71691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Marie Michl
108 Whispering Pines Drive
Rocky Mount, NC 27804-6332



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeannine Brewer
731 D Heather Ridge Drive
Frederick, MD 21702



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JR Jarvis
none given
Seattle, WA 98133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Kren
3830 Canyon Way
Martinez, CA 94553



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Justin Maddox
2310 122nd Dr SE
Lake Stevens, WA 98258
 



425-320-6412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Nel
330 S Maple St Unit F
Corona, CA 92880
 



(310) 428-4261



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Butche
4 Woodstone drive
Newfoundland, PA 18445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauri DesMarais
320 Trinity Ridge Drive
Innsbrook, MO 63390



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bertrand Giasson
2430 Summer St.
Eureka, CA 95501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Prof. Harley Flanders
3533 Windemere Ct,
Ann Arbor, MI 48105, MI 48105-2867



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carolyn Haupt
51 Villa View Drive
Staunton, VA 24401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DAVID MONDEJAR
44 Fischer Avenue
Rosendale, NY 12472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Gallenbeck
1523 Westmont Dr
Byron, IL 61010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim Kadrmas
2541 BlackBird Valley PL
Maple Falls, WA 98266-7088
 



3607783535



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terri White
1821 North Hills Dr.
Norristown, PA 19401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Ingber
PO Box 65
Sweet Briar, VA 24595
 



(434) 381-5982



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teri Schiavone
30 Wildwood Lane
Wantagh, NY 11793



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teri Schiavone
30 Wildwood Lane
Wantagh, NY 11793



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tina Stanton
214 E. Sylvan Ave.
Rutledge, PA 19070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miltxon  Clark
12523 Greenwood Ave N
Seattle, WA 09133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Brown
6 Herrada Way
Santa Fe, NM 87508
 



5054663162



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisha Doucet
5135 Kingfisher Drive
Houston, TX 77035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
KEVIN LEYS
68 NOOK LANE,ASHTON-U- LYNE
MANCHESTER, ot OL6 9HJ



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Fonda
1956 Norwood Lane
State College, PA 16803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dylan Flather
37 Neapolitan Lane W
Long Beach, CA 90803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robyn Werhan
2814 N Jamison Blvd
Flagstaff, AZ 86004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chris hook
337 via de la paz
pacific palisades, CA 90272-4631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Delana  Hirschy
236 Elm St. # 2
Cambridge, MA 02139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dona LaSchiava
4511 West Rockwood Dr
Tucson, AZ 85741
 



520-395-0646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Farmoon
PO Box 201
Longmont, CO 80502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barb Adams
660 Creekside
Gurnee, IL 60031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Hirsch
PO Box 193
Orcas, WA 98280



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Moreira
83 Yale Avenue
Warwick, RI 02888
 



401 654-4397



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
babs allen
p.o. box 2404
Tuscaloosa, AL 35403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Pech
122 Daffodil Lane
Madison, WI 53714
 



(608) 244-5572



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DALE Johnson
2060 S Washington St
Denver, CO 80210-4047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shaun O'Donnell
808 Virginia St Apt 5
Key West, FL 33040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lupe Jones
1133 CONTEMPO CT
Ontario, CA 91762



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul  Ellison
961 river mist path
twin falls , ID 83301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Karen S Rogers
28029 133rd Ave SW
Vashon, WA 98070
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Verhey
19323 Stinson Rd
Middeltown, CA 95461



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sriyantha Perera
475 Serrant Ct
Alpharetta, GA 30022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
petr yakushev
morskaya
s-petersburg, ot 197229
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Ungar
420 Riverside Drive, 7H
New York, NY 10025-7782



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alicia Denney
3815 Manchaca
Austin, TX 78704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Denk
17456 Parkside Avenue
Tinley Park, IL 60477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Travis Hylton
PO Box 218
Kaaawa, HI 96730



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna  Buford
559 Terrace Ave NE
Atlanta, GA 30307



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Kellum
5323 Middleton Rd
Durham, NC 27713-1742
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jess Galchutt
P.O. Box 10615
Rochester, NY 14610-0615
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Floyd
4845 Redondo Drive
La Mesa , CA 91941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elizabeth bartolo
po box 521
pittstown, NJ 08867



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Ballinger
1815 Salamonie Ave.
Huntington, IN 46750



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Horwitz
1326 23rd Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick O'Connell
17613 71st Ct.
Tinely Park, IL 60477-3655



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Landscape is one of the greatest treasures the United States has as its own. I am a Ph.D.
Biologist-- please do not take the easy route.  Deny this water extraction project.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. K. H.  Burgess



4891 N. La Lomita
Tucson, AZ 85718
 
(520) 299-8089



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Sanders
172 Milcote Road
West Midlands, ot B67 5BP



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mick wolk
1234 Market St
Philadelphia, PA 19107
 



2155807904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monnie Efross
3386 diablo Circle
Pinole, CA 94564
 



5102237879



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Justin Dunscombe
970 San Pierre Way
Mountain View, CA 94043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Harmon
164 Quail Creek Circle
Pottsboro, TX 75076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cornelia Bayley
1678 Midwick Dr.
Altadena, CA 91001
 



(707) 874-9395



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Henry Gaudsmith
PO Box 79
New York, NY 10009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Renee Evanoff
342 Rock Creek Road
Emigrant, MT 59027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Joseph Quirk
147 Avenue A #2R
New York, NY 10009
 



(212) 533-0015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alison Gibson
1 Alexander Drive
Randolph, NJ 07869



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Welch
4911 42nd Ave
Hyattsville, MD 20781



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolina Pereira
rua do cruzeiro, 10
Lisboa, ot 1300



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacques Menauge
11 Allee De La Foret
Canejan, ot 33610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wayne Glasman
385 Stonebridge Drive
Roswell, GA 30075



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
K Augustine
n/a
Gainesville, FL 32607-2364



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would this water be pumped to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bistra Staykova
Boyana 772-16
Sofia, ot 1000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Christy
9530 Valencia Dr
Desert Hot Springs, CA 92240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brad Sykes
124 Buchanan Dr
Sausalito, CA 94965



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Dennis Morley
104 Throckmorton Lane
Old Bridge, NJ 08857



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vincent Saia
73 West 71st Street
Apt. 5C
New York, NY 10023



 
212-496-9756



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Horvath
98 Hickorywood Dr.
Crawfordville, FL 32327



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. David Atwood
10641 S Hale
Chicago, IL 60643



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Ann Fjeld
Fjellavegen 135
FJELL, ot 5357



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janevette Hutchinson
513 N First St
Hampton, VA 23664-1501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
randy sailer
1018 cherry lane
beulah, ND 58523
 



873-7772



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Handford
55 Kristee Circle
West Warwick, RI 02893-7516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hatley Morison
13264 Maple Creek Ln
Centreville, VA 20120
 



703 631-7907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Cole C Ripman
44 Cottage St.
Belmont, MA 02478
 



(617) 489-7048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Henry
3066 Stoneybrook Road
Charlotte, NC 28205-3150



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen O Hodges
2641 Palm Avenue
Charlotte, NC 28205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Clark
1003 Wren Hollow Rd.
Woolwine, VA 24185



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sally Greensill
PO Box 1213
Kingman, AZ 86402-1213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Mary Anthony
4007 Green Pond Rd Apt 214 Build  3
Bethlehem, PA 18020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Guzman
795 Connetquot Ave
Islip Terrace, NY 11752



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Miraula
124 15th Street, Unit C
Huntington Beach, CA 92648



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Reich
140 S Irving Blvd.
Los, CA 90004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Bryant
1039 County Rd 520
Hanceville, AL 35077



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristin King
3783 Gill St
Hobart, IN 46342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Veronique Ciesielski
rue du Buisson
Lille, ot 59000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mandy spitzer
152 hagemann
santa cruz, CA 95-62



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy Alexander
32032 N 69th St
Scottsdale, AZ 85266
 



480-488-3006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beatriz Pallanes
2514 W. Lingan Ln.
Santa Ana, CA 92704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marjorie Kundiger
62418 Axel Rd.
Saint Helens, OR 97051



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Will Roy
72 Ridgeview Terrace
Wayne, NJ 07470



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Ware
45746 Bridgeport Dr
Fremont, CA 94539



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susan peirce
143 Eagle Feather Way
Lyons, CO 80540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Davis
2810 Bedford Green Dr  Apt 200
Raleigh, NC 27604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Valentine
3675 Vienna Dr.
Aptos,, CA 95003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debra Garoutte
4349 Midway Avenue
Grants Pass , OR 97527



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Schmidt
2449 Scaup Pl
De Leon Springs, FL 32130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Las Vegas is in decline, with empty homes and a tanked real estate market.  Just how
wise would it be to finance an expensive project to expand this city?
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Phelps



401 W Burnap St
Weir, TX 78674
 
512 869 6901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathy Brownlee
246 CR 421
Mountain Home, AR 72653-8195



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Moore
292 Old Dewberry Lane
P.O. Box 1677
Southern Pines, NC 28388-1677



 
910 693-1776



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cate Swan
po box 54
Monte Rio, CA 95462



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Maddron
2759 Stanton
North Bend, OR 97459



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristina Haycock
136 Braewick Rd.
Salt Lake City, UT 84103-2201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clarence Sanders
1548 NW Vicksburg Ave
Bend, OR 97701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
What are the parties to this proposal thinking ?????
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Please do your job for the sake of the environment and this affected region !
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



David Neuendorff
2228 Scottwood Avenue
Toledo, OH 43620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pam Bryant
351 High Crest Drive
West Milford, NJ 07480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Miller
5841 Bassinghall Lane
Plano, TX 75093
 



972-672-3131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Luree Dell-Bryan
2180 Renfrew Road #6
#6
Shawnigan Lake, BC V0R 2W1





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paola Gastmeier
2959 Glen Dr. #901
Coquitlam, BC V3B 0B8



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Todd Warnke
922 Oakwood Dr
Castle Rock, CO 80104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert B Smith
59-220 Alapio Rd
Haleiwa, HI 96712
 



(808) 596-7748



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jim McCulloch
8704 Bluff Springs Rd
Austin, TX 78744-8056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Steven Nelson
608 Chardonnay Lane
Crystal Lake, IL 60014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
janet liessner
206 county rd
woodstock, CT 06281
 



8609742592



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexandra Lamb
2955 Lowell St.
Eureka, CA 95501
 



707 442-3914



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Andrea Fleming
50 Bryan Dr
Richboro, PA 18954



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dana Bleckinger
3153 SW Dolph Ct. #13
Portland, OR 97219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shary Bozied
1950 Alaskan Way
Seattle, WA 98101
 



206.856.6620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Dellapenna
2 Fairway Drive
Malvern, PA 19355



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Edman
965 e el camino real
sunnyvale, CA 94087
 



1213555555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
emma leyburn
pob 53
blachly, OR 97412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Brenda Troup
21 Meadow Road
Bolton, MA 01740
 



(978) 779-6903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin Moody
632 W. Broadway
Eugene, OR 97402
 



9897511709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Derrell Bridgman
 4231Jensen Street
Pleasanton, CA 94566-6209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Water and oil drives human population growth.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Johnston
7 Long Road



Denville, NJ 07834
 
(973) 625-3477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Mason
2025 Pacific Ave
Alameda, CA 94501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Rustad
465 East 6th Ave.
Durango, CO 81301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
C E Branca
12041 Cedarwood
Mendocino, CA 95460
 



(760) 724-3581



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kat Bowley
515 E Crossville Rd
Roswell, GA 30075



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ileana Vasquez
401 ne 40th street
seattle, WA 98105
 



(206) 816-2900



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dean  Cho
10217 72nd Ave
Forest Hills, NY 11375



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
richard lapointe
191 sanford st
rochester, NY 14620



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawn Laughlin
1527 Chestnut, #19
Canon City, CO 81212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Sercombe
403 Charlotte Ave.
Royal Oak, MI 48073-2517
 



(248) 435-9104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheldon Scrivner
2247 Hillside Dr
Missoula, MT 59803
 



406-542-5411



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Ticas
20325 Sherman Way
Winnetka, CA 91306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Scarpelli
9009 W. Chartwell Cir.
Wichita, KS 67205-1445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
debra huffman
325 north sierra vista drive
tucson, AZ 85719
 



520 881-7650



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Biometrician Marianne McClure
8303 SE 28th Ave
Portland, OR 97202
 



(503) 653-2154



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ray  Levy
Engehaldenweg 41
Phoenix, ot 8200



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Wiener
7971 Winchester Circle
Goleta, CA 93117-1094



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Jordan
458 A. Anderson St.
San Francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Cunningham
2130 Green Oaks Circle
Round Rock, TX 78665
 



5126324866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martine Michelle
98 Holmcrest Trail
Toronto, ON M1C 1V5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samantha  Burns
P.O. Box 31544
Seattle, VT 98103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leticia Andreas
6501 Manila Ave #2
El Cerrito, CA 94530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Dunphy
1084 Yorktown Drive
Sunnyvale, CA 94087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carl Casella
201 Canterbury Dr
Wallingford, PA 19086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Justin Booth
640 Ellicott Street
Buffalo, NY 14203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Christine McCarthy
108 S. Main St., Apt. 5
North Wales, PA 19454



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alison Evans
4 Side Copse
Leeds, ot LS21 1JE



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rita Carlson
POB 3753
Eureka, CA 95502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samuel Durkin
5048 Lakeview Cir
Fairfield, CA 94534



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Champion
6902 Moorfield Drive
Cincinnati, OH 45230



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
thomas warner
2513 brookview road
castleton, NY 12033
 



(518) 477-5243



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Sue Ittner
P.O. Box 587
Gualala, CA 95445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Ferreira
91 Carroll Street
Toronto, ON M4M 3G2



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Bridgewater
176 E. 3rd St.
NY, NY 10009-7768



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathe Dietrich
1200 Talbot St.
Berkeley, CA 94706
 



510-524-9185



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roshanee Lappe
2001 Artesia Blvd., Unit 315
Redondo Beach, CA 90278
 



(310) 379-3342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JOHN Ford
2402 Baylor
Roswell, NM 88203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wellness Promoti Dee Austring
Wellness Promotion
Old Bisbee Hwy
Tombstone, AZ 85638



 
520-457-3358



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dean esch
1050 E. Cactus Ave.  Unit 1007
Las Vegas, NV 89183
 



7025312711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a Professor Emeritus of Zoology and Environmental Science, I am writing to you
because I care deeply about the Great Basin's flora and fauna, and am appalled at the
Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water
annually from the aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why should water be pumped to
southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting
the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem that the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the significant natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern
Nevada and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on
the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for your attention to my comments!
 
Sincerely,
 
Glenn R. Stewart



4524 Briney Point St
La Verne, CA 91750
 
9095936756



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Calvisi
10646 Chiquita St.
Toluca Lake, CA 91602
 



818-760-3222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nan Orchard
1980 Morrison Avenue
Union, NJ 07083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teacher Charlie Graham
695 NE 4th Ave.
Hillsboro, OR 97124
 



503-679-4444



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
_ _
_
_, CA 90095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
patty Conrad
2335 Canterbury Road
University Heights, OH 44118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?  Why is
unregulated growth allowed without a plan to provide the services needed to meet that
growth?  This is foolish and irresponsible.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Corey Mayer
314 Milroy Street NW



Olympia, WA 98502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Barclay
80 West 125 South
Teasdale, UT 84773



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Suzanne Dallas
8415 Karlov Avenue
Skokie, IL 60076
 



(847) 482-2672



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maeve Oertly
87650 Ave 72
Thermal, CA 92724



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve tyndall
7243 camino degrazia
san diego, CA 92111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
E E. Ledesma
1443 North Yucca Avenue
Rialto, CA 92376-3238
 



(909) 213-9094



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Kieren
3601 Mutton Hollow road
Knoxville, TN 37920



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jackie Adam
Box 194
Fargo, ND 58108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Kerruish
24542 Sand Piper Lane
Dana Point, CA 92629



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Hoadley
7255 S. Merrybrook DR.
West Bloomfield, MI 48322



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Fedyski
11359 Tucker Run Rd.
Athens, OH 45701-9664



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie latham-Magee
115 Pinehurst Ave
New Britain, CT 06053



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Dolores J Arond
16809 Marilla St.
Northridge, CA 91343
 



(818) 893-9691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n/a dick hogle
13 la puebla rd
espanola, NM 87532



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rachel wales
10740 kilpatrick ave
oak lawn, IL 60453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cat Flynn
309 Risley Hall
Ithaca, NY 14853



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Veronica Alvarez
3015 Kaimuki Ave, Apt 1
Honolulu, HI 96816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nazanin Zolfaghari
405 Alameda De La Loma
Novato, CA 94949



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tony Alberico
15 Rondout Hbr.
Port Ewen, NY 12466



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glenn Outon
17202 Guana Cay Dr
Round Rock, TX 78664



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kirsten Lear
219 Anita Place
Santa Fe, NM 87505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
 I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J. Iam
241 Farrell Dr.
Forestville, CA 95436
 
(707) 887-0337



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tiffany Thomas
11105 n 115th st #1119
Scottsdale, AZ 85259



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Sachter
1933 Selby Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90025-5869
 



310-475-3851



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eddie Dean
18850 NW Rock Creek Circle #308
Portland, OR 97229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dixie Martin
1164 W Marietta St
Decatur, IL 62522



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Sparling
2759 Eucalyptus Ave
Long Beach, CA 90806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue E Gier
POB 34
Singers Glen, VA 22850
 



540-271-0656



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Mulvey
98 Holmcrest
Toronto, ON M1C 1V5



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Pelham
40 E Mkt St #2
Red Hook, NY 12571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Gonsman
17010 Burl Lane
Occidental, CA 95465
 



(707) 876-3030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Cedar-Kraft
555 O'Farrell St
San Francisco, CA 94102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy Fyles
7025 So. Ukraine St.
Aurora, CO 80016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Bursley
21 Spalding Circle
Pittsburgh, PA 15228
 



4123431633



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Weil
106 Lindsey St
Pittsboro, NC 27312-9301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph  Metzger
2411 Haupu Place
Kalaheo, HI 96741



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phyllis Stonebraker
628 Ferry Street, #4
Albany, OR 97321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Celia Scott
1520 Escalona Drive
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
 



(831) 423-0796



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Milgate
3212 Laura Lane
Santa Cruz, CA 95065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Miller
35 Santee Dr
Gansevoort, NY 12831



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Linderman
410 NE Grace Avenue
Battle Ground, WA 98604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ted porter
10834 hartsook street
north hollywood, CA 91601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allan D. Gagnon
27 Brook Lane
West Haven, CT 06516-7034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Lovell
277 S. 2nd St.
Newark, OH 43055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harold Watson
3250 W. Page
Springfield, MO 65802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roberta Cordero
4454 La Paloma Rd.
Santa Barbara, CA 93105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jennifer Alexander
2618 Missouri Street
Lawrence, KS 66046
 



9132261110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosalyn Atkinson
4414 Ivy Hall Drive
Columbia, SC 29206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janis Zane
420 Ivy Lane
Glen Mills, PA 19342



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Coviello
36 Lexington Ave
Glens Falls, NY 12801-2346
 



5187443721



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irene Martinez
17604 Klamath Falls Drive
Round Rock, TX 78681



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
There is, of course, also the need to stem the eventually unsustainable growth of our
human population, which is destroying other species and the earth itself.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Director Bina Robinson
pob 26



Swain, NY 14884



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Last year I spent three months working out in the Great Basin gathering data to help
protect sensitive areas.  Allowing Southern Nevada to remove this water would destroy an
valuable natural habitat.  Additionally this sends a message to Las Vegas that their
unsustainable practices are acceptable.  Please don't encourage Las Vegas to expand in
such an unsustainable way and fight to save our natural lands.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 



Sincerely,
Haley Smith
 
Haley Smith
948B Rhode Island St.
San Francisco, CA 94107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Last year I spent three months working out in the Great Basin gathering data to help
protect sensitive areas.  Allowing Southern Nevada to remove this water would destroy an
valuable natural habitat.  Additionally this sends a message to Las Vegas that their
unsustainable practices are acceptable.  Please don't encourage Las Vegas to expand in
such an unsustainable way and fight to save our natural lands.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 



Sincerely,
Haley Smith
 
Haley Smith
948B Rhode Island St.
San Francisco, CA 94107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Schwerdtle
447 North Park Ave.
Easton, CT 06612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Schwartz
P.O. Box 722
Hallandale, FL 33008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeri Idso
729 Apgar St
Oakland , CA 94609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Soulier
320 Hillcrest Street
Lakeland, FL 33815



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debora Michel
22682 Napoli
Laguna Hills, CA 92653



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Metzger
954 Perkins Rd.
Kents Store, VA 23084
 



(434) 589-2415



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JOAN GAROFALO
P O BOX 367
FREEHOLD, NY 12431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nick Jimenez
8 Orion St.
Concord, NH 03301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Plummer
109  Mt lake Dr
Dingmans Ferry, PA 18328



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vickie Lawson
1458 Pilot Knob
Eva, TN 38333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marybeth Holleman
9641 Homestead Trail
Anchorage, AK 99507
 



(907) 333-3381



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Reynolds
91 S. Cypress Ct.
Chandler, AZ 85226
 



480-993-2309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Burda
1983 Mayflower Drive
Woodbridge VA, VA 22192



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wayne Wilkinson
3633 Phillips Place
St Louis, MO 63116
 



314-707-5947



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Russell Stirrett
44 West 13th Avenue
Vancouver, BC V5Y 1V6
 



604 839-1056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michel Sonja and Sopheya
xxx
xxx, ot 12345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Capelle
4601 Hammersley Rd.
Madison, WI 53711
 



608-278-0350



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marsha King
6984 Wallace Dr
Pace, FL 32571
 



850-994-9699



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Rasco
3070 Spanish Ravine Rd
Placerville, CA 95667
 



530-417-6649



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Thomas Berton
225 Broadway, #3407
New York, NY 10007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ethan Fein
652 West 163 Street
New York, NY 10032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Panagiotis Rigopoulos
Agiou Georgiou 77
Patra, ot 26225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Flenner
257 Paseo Verde Dr.
Copperopolis, CA 95228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randall Gray
10573 W. Pico Blvd., #135
Los Angeles, CA 90064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Lehrer-Graiwer
2535 Aberdeen Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bettina M Frost
82 Medford Leas
Medford, NJ 08055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Davidson
117 Elm Spring Lane
San Antonio, TX 78231-1412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
scott wagner
2505 yonna st
klamath falls, OR 97601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerald Burnett
4336 NE 22nd ct
Renton, WA 98059



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.  Taking this prehistoric water away makes no sense.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Al-Qadi
830 Nash Avenue
Ypsilanti, MI 48198



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stewart parris
252 Susan Dr.
pottsboro, TX 75076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Hughes
none
Davis, CA 95616
 



no calls



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ernest P. Rodriguez
385 E. Arbor Avenue
Sunnyvale, CA 94085



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Carey
150-33  20th Road
Whitestone, NY 11357-3601
 



718-539-2884



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Elfving
20 Waverly Place
Hillsborough, CA 94010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Evans
Lammas Cottage
Near Byton Hand, ot HR6 9NL



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Rendina
14018 Mercedes
Redford, MI 48239-3050
 



3136861987



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jered Cargman
2125 dellwood lane
los angeles, CA 90077



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Purdy
214 Brees Blvd
San Antonio, TX 78209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Hale
1361 Lily Lake Dr.
Colorado Springs, CO 80921
 



(719) 487-3168



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick Purdy
214 Brees Blvd
San Antonio, TX 78209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angelina Martinez
115 Worthing
Hercules, CA 94547



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Gallagher
1452 Floribunda Avenue
Burlingame, CA 94030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chere Gruver
454 North 95th Place
Mesa, AZ 85207
 



480-986-3212



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa McCool
753 Hexon RD
Selah, WA 98942



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janell Cooper
2120  Ramrod ave. #118
Henderson, NV 89014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susan snowhite
8036 150th ct n
palmbeach gardens, FL 33418
 



561-799-8633



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lois Kantor
14400 Richard Walker Blvd
Austin, TX 78728



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ann Turner
5172 SE Schooner Oaks Way
Stuart, FL 34997



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Minerva Aponte
3130 Irwin Avenue 10B
Bronx, NY 10463



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean SongWinds
1738 Magic Dr
Pamplico, SC 29583



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Zorika Henderson
7 Sunny Knoll
Ithaca, NY 14850-9616
 



(607)272-1892



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Henry Barrett
16427 Glidden Rd.
Holley, NY 14470



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tinian Vandergriff
12584 Prosser Dam Rd
Truckee, CA 94704-1725



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Neely
5905 S. Wallace Ct
Bloomington, IN 47403-4842



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marianne Dozier
813 N. Harper Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Last
4163 S. Four Mile Run Dr. #302
Arlington, VA 22204
 



860-306-3028



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave Taylor
707 S 700 W
Lafayette, IN 47909



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Justin Schmidt
1961 W. Brichta Dr
Tucson, AZ 85745
 



(520) 884-9345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
patricia nicholson
box 196
minetto, NY 13115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Frank T Shomo
1807 Rosewood Rd
Charleston, WV 25314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shaela Cook
2004 Yosemite Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeannie Hays
9024 Ozark Terrace
San Antonio, TX 78266
 



(830) 438-3606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Loose
2 Waterloo Terrace, Park Road
Wrexham, ot LL14 3YT



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kerry Kelley
287 Broadway #2F
Cambridge, MA 02139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Anders Hengsteler  jr
12932 N Isle Point
Dunnellon, FL 34433



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annica Kreuter
59945 Navajo Trail
Joshua Tree, CA 92252
 



7603661157



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexander Matheson
53 Hubbard St
Concord, MA 01742



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Orellana
5458 Shennecock Way
Sacramento, CA 95835



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Hoyer
573 Stanhope Ct
Naperville, IL 60565



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Yost
11 Cecil Street
Dover, DE 19904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. John Satchell
4425 The Court
Sacramento, CA 95821
 



916-485-4176



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Stith
84 Mason Ave.
Delaware, OH 43015
 



740-815-4302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Light
1138 N. Taylor Street
Arlington, VA 22201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerald Karlovitz
2309 N Elaine Blvd Apt A
Tucson, AZ 85716-2956



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Gildersleeve
N62 W23404 Silver Spring Dr
Sussex, WI 53089



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Katcef
116  Legion Ave.
Annapolis, MD 21401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Bowker
1537 Dwelle Rd.
Norfork, AR 72658
 



870 499-5906



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Krauss
66 Girard Avenue, Unit 105
Unit 105
Newport, RI 02840





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
W. Andrew Stover
247 West Queen Street
Chambersburg, PA 17201
 



(717) 264-3161



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kristin bauer
827 Hollywood way #284
burbank, CA 91505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Esther Massimini
4150 E Becker Ln
Phoenix, AZ 85028
 



602-436-5473



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frederick Hecker
455 West 23rd Street #10B
New York, NY 10011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Jen Kopack
98 Chinaberry Ln
ANGIER, NC 27501-9212
 



919-639-8587



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Brooke Crowley
Postdoctoral Fellow
535 Terrace Ave
Cincinnati, OH 45220





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Schneider
211 Valley Drive
Georgetown, TX 78626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heidi Reinhard
21 Liberty Street
Barn / Apartment
Concord, MA 01742-1715



 
978-451-4566



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bebe McCarthy
27 cattle pen lane
ridgefield, CT 06877



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Foltz
4237 Roma Ave. NE
Albuquerque, NM 87108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beate Brenner
Badstubenstr.9
Pleidelsheim, ot 74385



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen Schuhmacher
2795W Rockhill Ln
Zanesville, IN 46799



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Garcia
2920 W Gelding Drive
Phoenix, AZ 85053
 



602-547-6888



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aileen Horowitz
548 Parkview Terrace
Buffalo Grove, IL 60089-9115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amber Goodson
2345 Penny Ln
Steamboat Spr, CO 80487-4990



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joanne scofield
11 tilia ct
hamilton, NJ 08690



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.  Remember, GOD IS WATCHING!!!
 
Sincerely,
 
Constance Baus
1120 River
Hinckley, OH 44233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Z. Gennert
3312 Clarendon
CLEVELAND, OH 44118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Mendez
5339 Poinsett Avenue
El Cerrito, CA 94530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tripp Spraker
5176 bradshaw rd.
salem, VA 24153



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
KL Matlock
895 E. Jackson St
San Jose, CA 95112/3011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Ai  Mahoney
432 Franklin Ave #A5
Wilkinsburg, PA 15221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Ruth Mendes
30 Peter's Lane
Pound Ridge, NY 10576
 



(914) 764-4560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claire Wolfe
14305 Long Channel Drive
Germantown, MD 20874
 



(301) 972-4278



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry McCloud
708 Cornelia Street
Boonton, NJ 07005-1618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eala Clarke
179 Chalfont Road
Chalfont, PA 18914



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Wagner
285 Jan Dr
Harleysville, PA 19438



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Megan McEachern
119 Townhouse lane
ketchum, ID 83340



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Christensen
603 California Avenue
Boulder City, NV 89005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Chris Roche
Avian Ecology, Conservation Biology
4811 Saint George Street
Reading, PA 19606-3370



 
610-404-2377



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samuel Hergenrather
7527 Kennedy Rd.
Sebastopol, CA 95472



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Savage
2444 9th Street, Unit 8
Boulder, CO 80304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Weant-Leavitt
10655 E Quail Run Road
Cornville, AZ 86325
 



(928) 649-3969



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Adam Boudreaux
148 Veronica Drive
Picayune, MS 39466-7918



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
vance arquilla
4121 mildred
los angeles, CA 90066
 



646 852 6935



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Michaels
3442 RFD
Long Grove, IL 60047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glenn Francisco
308 Tyne Road
Louisville, KY 40207
 



502-895-0570



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carollynn Goodwin
Cottage St
Woonsocket, RI 02895



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
D L
a
albuquerque, NM 87123
 



5053320432



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Loretta Kerns
105 Brent Pl.
Cortland, OH 44410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a wildlife biologist, I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and
all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Krause
29 Roseville Ave.
Saint James, NY 11780



 
(631) 584-9579



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Bonner
4222 N Kerby Ave
Portland, OR 97217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lilithe Magdalene
PO Box 1478
Middletown, CA 95461



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Adams
92 Brewster Place
Cambridge, ON N3C 3T9
 



519-222-0688



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Madak
32566 Grinsell
Warren, MI 48092



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I write to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals
that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joy Schary
14412 Benefit St. #3
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-4047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Antonio Buensuceso
12901 Francine Ter
Poway, CA 92064-4113



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Morgen Burzynski
1045 W. Rockspring Rd.
Greenville, NC 27858



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maggie cramer
161 w washington st
gardner, KS 66030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Rutemoeller
PO Box 587
Gualala, CA 95445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elena Marie Fetch
23 Delaware Lane
Branchburg, NJ 08876



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marya M Grathwohl
P.O. Box 489
Dayton, WY 82836
 



(307) 751-9161



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Ellison
961 River Mist Path
Twin Falls, ID 83301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin Rowe
1984 Leslie Ct
Arcata, CA 95521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ralph Guay
429 So. Sanders St.
Helena, MT 59601
 



406-431-0615



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Hoffman
981 Guerrero St
San Francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Wiebe
2140 9th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116
 



4153364800



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
larry gioannini
205 hoagland rd
las cruces, NM 88005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Fournier
142 Main St
Quincy, MA 02169



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Keep America the Beautiful  .  .  .  beautiful. Please don't let greed destroy what this
country has and is.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danya Jablon



4348 -89th Ave SE
Mercer Island, WA 90840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Acuna
9112 Royal Monarch Court
Las Vegas, NV 89147



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Yarnell
5722 Hideaway Dr
Chapel Hill, NC 27516
 



9199422796



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
m perez
wood hollow
austin, TX 78731



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John A. Samuelson
597 John Anderson H'wy
Flagler Bch., FL 32136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tanja Lehmann
Kaspar-Kerll-Str. 19
Munich, ot 81245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Ballmann
728 Richland Road SW
Piedmont, OK 73078



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Viviana Gorth
Baxter St
Athens, GA 30602
 



7063623914



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kirk mcNaught
65 e.cintura
Lagunitas, CA 94938



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Del Campo
251 Lehigh Lane
Bloomingdale, IL 60108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea KEhoe
1027 Dogwood Trail
Franklin Lakes, NJ 07417



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
phillip clarkson
374 w. spruce ln
Louisville, CO 80027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yvette Perez
1130 Beech St
East Lansing, MI 48825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kellie Pilgreen
2030 S Ocean Dr
Hallandale, FL 33009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Porterfield
5005 Brown St
Philadelphia, PA 19139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Ronstrom
124 Williams st
Jamaica Plain, MA 02130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janette MacDonald
2086 Grape Street
Denver, CO 80207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol A Jurczewski
452 Shenstone Rd.
Riverside, IL 60546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vivian Blau
3399 S. Patton Way
Denver, CO 80236
 



720-596-4377



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Hodgkins
2731 Shawn Dr
Denison, TX 75020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deena Brazy
1206 Hickory St
Madison, WI 53715
 



608 255-1941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Simeister
96  18th Street
Buffalo, NY 14213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Lee Jolliffe
4049 Cottage Grove AV
Des Moines, IA 50311
 



515 577 2030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jo F Smith
PO Box 465
Newell, NC 28126-0465
 



(704) 549-1505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Spratley
12548 Forest View St
Broomfield, CO 80020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike O'Shea
6620 151st Ave NE
Redmond, WA 98052



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Virginia Gredell
616 Indian School Road NW
Albuquerque, NM 87102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would
anyone pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the sending basin.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is unreasonable, given the catastrophic
and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop, acres of prime Great Basin shrubland habitats would be dried,
destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals, supporting invasive species like
cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Thousands of acres of wetlands would be destroyed
along with springs and miles of perennial streams.
 
We can expect widespread harm to species, including the imperiled greater sage grouse,
southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
The application threatens the natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe,
impacts they would cause. Other options are available to the authority for meeting
reasonable water demands.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pete Richardson
10 White Oak Drive #113
Exeter, NH 03833



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Seger
11373 US Route 422
Kittanning, PA 16201-4337



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
 Joseph Buhowsky
83 Tahoe Court
San Ramon, CA 94582



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Engle
2836 Regent Street
Berkeley, CA 94705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yvette Perez
1130 Beech St
East Lansing, MI 48825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Kline
4114 Ashbrook Circle
San Jose, CA 95124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janyce McLean
547 Lake Forest
Canyon Lake, TX 78133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michelle andriani
63 perry street
new york, NY 10014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony R Rastro
15616 W, Roanoke Ave
Goodyear, AZ 85395
 



623-547-0352



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fiona Roberts
10844 Franklin Hills Ave.
Las Vegas, NV 89135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Pasnak-Lapchick
352 east 91st st
NEW YORK, NY 10128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Collins
747 Matthew place
Richardson, TX 75081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margarita Ketov
1630 N 22nd Ave
Melrose Park, IL 60160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Silvia Hall
349 NE 31st Street
Boca Raton, FL 33431
 



781-631-3921



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carmen Tracey
2443 Scranton Road
Cleveland, OH 44113



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Joseph Collins
10141 124th St.
South Richmond Hill, NY 11419
 



(718) 846-8545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Kent
825 Summer Lakes Dr
Aiken, SC 29805-7580



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Mattes
5305 E. 30th Pl.
Apt. M
Tulsa, OK 74114



 
9185616177



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Rehm
34 Sunset Dr.
Chatham, NJ 07928-1243
 



973-701-1258



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Kent
825 Summer Lakes Dr
Aiken, SC 29805-7580



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Henry
3066 Stoneybrook Road
Charlotte, NC 28205-3150



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wende Weinsteinw
10 Grenville Rd
Watertown, MA 02472
 



617-926-8132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Dunlap
7223 Blancopines
Humble, TX 77346



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Suzanne Hodges
F Street
Sacramento, CA 95819



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Williams
251 BUCKMINSTER DR
Apt. T1
NORWOOD, MA 02062





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
didi magnin
chemin du gibloux 29
bulle, ot 12345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rayleen Nunez
725 Tremont St. #413
Boston, MA 02118-3425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ilaria Conconi
Via Primo Maggio,9
Montano Lucino (CO), ot 22070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nurse Magda Wolk
34 Payne Road
Newton, NJ 07860
 



(917) 359-6315



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendy Mulhern
16725 10th Ave NE
Shoreline, WA 98155



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Smith
4519 E. Juarez St.
Tucson, AZ 85711



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Williams
2931 E. Berwyn St.
Indianapolis, IN 46203-5506
 



317-787-7110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Williams
2931 E. Berwyn St.
Indianapolis, IN 46203-5506
 



317-787-7110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Hawk
3680 Algoma Road
New Franken, WI 54229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Wilson
311 - 298 E. 11th Avenue
Vancouver, BC V5T 0A2



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Mason
1843 Ridgeview Rd
Prescott, AZ 86301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marsha Dennison
PO Box 13689
Florence, SC 29504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helga Klessen
341 Gage Road
Brewster, NY 19598
 



845-279-5897



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
McDowell  Myers
6533 Laban Rd.
Roanoke , VA 24019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Zaccagnino
2133 Dublin Lane #1
Diamond Bar, CA 91765



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
R David Wicker
6942 phillips pkwy dr n
jacksonville, FL 32256
 



(904) 260-8565



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for your time and consideration.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tammi Dreier
830 Cardiff Ct



OFallon, IL 62269



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carolyn Newton
P.O. Box 512
Carbondale, CO 81623-0512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
drae namaste-rose
15 n. lincoln st.
westmont , IL 60559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carolyn Newton
P.O. Box 512
Carbondale, CO 81623-0512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Carolyn Newton
P.O. Box 512
Carbondale, CO 81623-0512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Kirtley
201 W. Sycamore Ln
Louisville, CO 80027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger Hunnicutt
516 E Santa Ana Blvd Apt 105
Santa Ana, CA 92701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Spoolman
2317 West Lawn Ave.
Madison, WI 53711
 



(608) 231-6781



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dan and liz murray
115 windwalker rd
buena vista, CO 81211
 



7199669111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Keith Myers
2254 Union Street
Indianapolis, IN 46225-1933
 



317-492-9554



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Fournier
10377 Vans Lane
Fife Lake, MI 49633-9397



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Ramos
10806 Stella Court
Kensington, MD 20895



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Lawson
22 Drake Rd
Somerset, NJ 08873



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
justine jusack
1122 hummingbird
seveirville, TN 37862



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mostyn Thayer
2372 SE Grand Drive
Port. St. Lucie, FL 34952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Peterson
1105 Sanctuary Cove Drive
Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Candice Shaffer
701 Long Rd.
Waitsfield, VT 05673
 



(802) 496-5917



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Garcia
1N099 Denali Rd
Elburn, IL 60119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randa Quale
141 East Drive
Centerville, OH 45458



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Chaplik
1057 N. Village Dr., Unit 1
Round Lake Beach, IL 60073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Dear Mr. King,
       The sad results of Los Angeles draining the Owens Valley to get their water is
undeniably visible to all.
What Las Vegas wants to do will have an even greater environmental impact.
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Ted Novak



 
Ted Novak
5450 N Bonita Pl
Tucson, AZ 85704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Douglas E. Cooke
19 Marine Ave.
Brooklyn, NY 11209
 



(718) 630-1455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Henrik Karlsson
Stenhålsgatan 16
Borlänge, ot 78444



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Steudle
21 New Haven
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vivian Lentz
22516 143rd ave se
Snohomish, WA 98296



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Regina Guccione
2408 Braemore Rd.
Columbia, MO 65203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric & Armin Karanjawala
710 Cypress Point Drive
Toms River, NJ 08753-4287
 



732-244-3014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. David Ross
P.O. box 7543
Santa Cruz, CA 95061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Chillcott
Peterborough Road
Peterborough, ot PE5 7AX



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janell Curtis
1951 SW Day St
Port Saint Lucie, FL 34953



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronnie Kellogg
4727 BALDWIN AVE, APT 2
LINCOLN, NE 68504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carole Hartleb
1430 Duroc Dr
Lake Helen, FL 32744



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Romina Savona
Triq Salvu Borg Olivier
Siggiewi, ot SGW2031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maureen Lord
8 High Firs Road
Romsey, ot SO51 5PZ



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Alexander
17435 N. 19th Place
Phoenix, AZ 85022-2107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dana Boyd
4924 Leeds Ave
Baltimore, MD 21227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paulette Kaplan
10319 Ranger Road
Fairfax, VA 22030
 



(703) 383-9009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Twila Souers
720 Nantucket Avenue
Eugene, OR 97404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Zohn
4365 1st St
Vero Beach, FL 32968



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
trina rowles
2912 west 31st avenue
vancouver, BC v6l 2a4



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip and Barbara Burghardt
43 Eckel Rd.
Little Ferry, NJ 07643-2026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriel Toso
12 Blackstock Road
London, ot n4 2dw



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
c  sanson
198 arora blvd
orange park, FL 32073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Davidson
4099 WCR 50
Ft. Collins, CO 80521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Walter Blanc
1630 Stephenson ave
Escanaba, MI 49829



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Stop killing off Nevada for gambling casinos!
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Garcia
2343 San Juan Valley RD



Friday Harbor, WA 98250
 
360 378-8944



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
This email comes to you because there is grave concern for the Basin and all the plants
and animals that live there, and the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for your time and consideration in increasing water supply through enhanced
water conservation and disbanding the option for a pipeline. 
 
 
Kim Pendergrass
12216 10 Ave. So.



Burien, WA 98168



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Web Designer Matthew Wheeler
Web Designer
143 Bucknell ave
Woodbridge, NJ 07095-3603



 
7324079074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
andres berkstein
glencoe ave
los angeles, CA 90292



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fred Binkley
15 Sheridan Square
New York, NY 10014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly McFadden
627 W. Courtland St.
Mundelein, IL 60060-2131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Tweedel
172 Athens Road
Winterville, GA 30683
 



7062072970



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Bedarf
2425 Gobblers Rdg
Charlottesville, VA 22902
 



4348063421



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Simon Teolis
7 Goodnight Trail East
Santa Fe, NM 87506-7925



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Kirk
2313 Monarch Dr
Austin, TX 78748
 



5122820791



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Bien
823 W. Pico Ave. #A
CLOVIS, CA 93612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Dennis
4134 Marshall Avenue
Eugene, OR 97402
 



5416893793



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Christ
ronald.christ@me.com
Santa Fe, NM 2016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Brass
411 Village Grove
Sherwood Park, AB T8A 4K3



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
d benitez
2031 franklin ave e #402
seattle, WA 98102
 



2060000000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valerie Tisdel
749 Moultrie St.
San Francisco, CA 94110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tania Brandao
R Herbert Gilbert 10 R/C
Sacavem, ot 2685-065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Strader
5053 SW 34th Place
Ocala, FL 34474
 



352 237 8882



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Lovich
35099 Farragut Drive
Eastlake, OH 44095



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
thomas lange
5420 Sw Idaho St
Portland, OR 97221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Connor Duffy
607 Delaware Ave
Norwood, PA 19074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger Darden
4201 E FOURTH PLAIN BLVD APT D13
Vancouver, WA 98661



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary McBride
2537 Otis Rd SE
Cedar Rapids, IA 52403
 



319-356-3656



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carolyn crabtree
504 crewdson avenue
chattanooga, TN 37405
 



423-756-4269



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Ziegler
1132 Castle Wood Terrace
Casselberry, FL 32707-3682



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Boguslaw Kulesza
1059 2nd Ave
FRANKLIN SQ, NY 11010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Stephen A Gliva
713 Mulford St
Evanston, IL 60202
 



(773) 348-0149



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Pettis
28625 Winterdale Drive
Santa Clarita, CA 91387



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. D Rex Miller
268 Appalachian Drive
Boone, NC 28607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anita Cannata Nowell
203 South Bridge Street
Jefferson, TX 75657-1857



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Kunihiko Okina
Yokohama
496-10-5 Ichigaochou
Kanagawa, ot 225-0024



 
045-901-7412



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ken weeks
4 luftfeld rd.
Lyle, WA 98635



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Idol
4408 Bristol Manor Drive.
Las Vegas, NV 89108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Micah McConochie
3942 Wolcott Cir
Atlanta, GA 30340



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Michelle Morrow
682 Lake Cove Drive
Hampton, GA 30228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michelle wright
4073 brooksdale drive
franklinton, NC 27525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sean Curtice
5112 Castle Hills Dr
San Diego, CA 92109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Miller
609 Skaggs Rd
Londonderry, OH 45647



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeanne Held-Warmkessel
110 Santa Anita Dr.
North Wales, PA 19454



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Liles
4381 Vetter Place
La Mesa, CA 91942



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jakub Knapik
Jaracza 24/31
Krakow, ot 31215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monika Skowronski
16 Bantry Court
Huntington, NY 11743-1501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Berkshire
9713 Mariposa St.
Houston, TX 77025
 



713-667-7809



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Letellier
35 S Sherman St
Denver, CO 80209-1616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dan rynberg
64 Newell Rd.
yarmouth, ME 04096



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosa Isela
Lincoln st.
weslaco, TX 78596



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larisa Karr
40 Kildrummy Drive
Pisgah Forest, NC 28768



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ernest Goitein
167 Almendral Ave
Atherton, CA 94027
 



650 3696690



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nancy rybczynski
306 west 93 st. #31
new york, NY 10025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Estefania Elorriaga
2330 NW Rolling Green Drive Apt 105
Corvallis , OR 97330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dan rynberg
64 Newell Rd.
yarmouth, ME 04096



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jo Ellen Young
10752 Garfield Ave.
Culver City, CA 90230-4113



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n/a Angela Knapp
5825 SW 48th St
Miami, FL 33155-6036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cameron Coffman
5225 Blakeslee Ave. 429
North Hollywood, CA 91601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Tarara
1233Paloma Ave
Burlingame, CA 94010
 



650-343-2987



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Feeding chickens to fat pigs makes the greedy pigs more craven. Past supplies of water
depleted, the water hogs now want to despoil more areas. Must pigs be permitted gluttony
at all costs just so they can profit?
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Kelly Burch
4018 Indian Peak Rd
Mariposa, CA 95338-9393
 
619.244.9946



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alfred Wilson
1300 Washington St.
Walpole, MA 02081



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table. Thank you!
 
Sincerely,
Derek Gendvil
Las Vegas, NV
 
Derek Gendvil
9030 W. Sahara Ave. #360



Las Vegas, NV 89117
 
(702) 290-2013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary-Ann Pretko
671 Warren Avenue
Kingston, PA 18704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Romero
54 Cedar Blvd
Pittsburgh, PA 15228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ann Toy
19 Connemara Dr
Chichester, NH 03258
 



603-798-4054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Moore
14345 SW Osprey 61G
Beaverton, OR 97008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LISA BRENNAN
202 ARMSTEAD COURT
DOWNINGTOWN, PA 19335



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
burton page
10361 sixpence circle
columbia, MD 21044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Flogel
5031 Northwestern Ave.
Mount Pleasant, WI 53406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Li jiang
2406 rockefeller
redondo beach, CA 90278



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheldon Gottlieb
10418 Utopia Circle East
Boynton Beach, FL 33437



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabrielle terranova
37 wayne avenue
Stony Point, NY 10980



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob and Carolyn P
9 Woodhill Street
Somerset, NJ 08873
 



908-940-3901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Victoria Warren
55 W. Bullard Ave
Clovis, CA 93612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ron Wanyerka
6607 Orchard Ave
Parma, OH 44129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nick Lessins
1052 W. Balmoral Ave.
Chicago, IL 60640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melanie Salzmann
Heinrich-Hille Strasse 6
Adendirf, ot 21365
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Gotch
1114 Kenet Pl
Pacific Grove, CA 93950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrick De La Garza Und Senkel
1930 Blueridge Drive
Duncanville, TX 75137-4508
 



972-709-9976



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Benham
143 South 16th Street
San Jose, CA 95112-2153



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Holtz
245 E. 25th St.
New York, NY 10010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Larned
2829 Katherine St.
Port Townsend, WA 98368



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Perry
603 Candlewood Hill Rd
Higganum, CT 06441



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Thomas
109 S. Division Street
Stoughton, WI 53589



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Considering all I have read recently about the over developed areas of Nevada where
thousands of empty homes stand unsold while more are built, I don't think raping another
watershed to support this is a fair or reasonable idea. Evidently the lack of regulation in
Nevada is irresistible to scum.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
B H
767 Lockhaven Drive
Pacifica, CA 94044-2111
 
(650) 355-0383



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vafa Ansarifar
25 terri rd
Framingham, MA 01701
 



5089692876



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dhananjay Joshi
PO Box 77377
Baton Rouge, LA 70879-7377



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allison Ross
159 LAWRENCE RD
RICHMOND, VT 054779800
 



6109376246



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
judith Ann browne
3034 J Lyndhurst Drive
Deerfield Beach, FL 33442



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Julie Pittenger-Stanley
14320 SE Fairoaks Avenue
Oak Grove, OR 97267
 



503-342-6514



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Siena Klein
Box 433
Miranda, CA 95553



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ken lavacca
34 olive st
bloomfield, NJ 07003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janine Patitucci
262 North Third Street
Bishop, CA 93514



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Hayes
500 E Riverside Dr
Austin, TX 78704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Pitblado
1807 N 2050 E
North Logan, UT 84341



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Castellon
Menahan Street
Ridgewood, NY 11385



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Kahkonen
W2415 New Deal Ave
East Troy, WI 53120
 



2626427662



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Connie  Grant-Howell
3737 swallows nest ct.
Clarkston , WA 99403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Markley
6736 1st Ave NW
Seattle, WA 98117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Casey Cain
7718 Poinsettia Dr
Louisville, KY 40258



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Martin
4703 N. Albany Ave. #1
Chicago, IL 60625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tina  Munson
270 River Rd
Edgewater, NJ 07020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Wallis
354 Cabot Street, Unit 4
Beverly, MA 01915-3381



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fereshteh Farhangi
2515 Chestnut St
San Francisco, CA 94123



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Virginia Jones
5040 Coopers Landing Dr. Apt. 1-D
Kalamazoo, MI 49004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michaela Niermann
90 SAINT JAMES CT
DALY CITY, CA 94015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matt McLeod
Unit 24, 1 Carlisle Close
Macquarie Park, CA 21130
 



0425663631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Spencer
988 Henry Mountain Road
Brevard, NC 28712
 



954-583-5703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Bussewitz
315 Sixth Street
Petaluma, CA 94952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
isabella amoroso
via giuliano 32
floridia, ot 96014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marta Boyett
89819 Demming Road
Elmira, OR 97437



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Turpin
625 Wickes Ave C307
Craig, CO 81625



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Wright
501 Rio Grande Ave. # F3
Santa Fe, NM 87501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
urbain mireille
av. chutes lavie
marseille, ot 13004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sumner Brown
1107 E. Jefferson St.
Charlottesville, VA 22902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lindsey Skrdlant
441 Pearl Ave
Monrovia, CA 91016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natasha Hanif
High Street
HEYWOOD, ot ol10 3hj



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Fyffe
3950 N. LAKESHORE DR.
Chicago , IL 60613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gigi card-derr
237 north d st
Exeter, CA 93221
 



559-594-4042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Hamilton
2240 SW 11th Street
Des Moines, IA 50315



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlotte Weston
137Carriage Path So.
Milford, CT 06460-7540
 



203 278 4760



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah van Dam
55 A Nayatt Rd.
Barrington, RI 02806
 



(401) 245-0638



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rev. Harold Smith
Retired
8328 Hawes Ct.
Indianapolis, IN 46256





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristina Bond
1139 12th Street Apt. 8
Arcata, CA 95521-5569



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nancy wittenberg
1601 n. saba st,
chandler, AZ 85225
 



480-704-0494



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Poplin
10829 E. 14th Ct.
Tulsa, OK 74128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Hennessy
605 Thistle Creek Ln
Yellow Springs, OH 45387



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Fonder
002E McNamara
102 Eastman Ln
Amherst, MA 01003





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ken Gibb
11160 Vosikof Place
Anchorage, AK 99507
 



(907) 677-3722



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gloria Hafner
9055 Old Redwood Hwy
cotati, CA 94931



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jack greene
500 summit creek dr
smithfield, UT 84335



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Casstevens
22 Winding Way
Buinghamton, NY 13905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
josh willis
10384 caminito banyon
san diego, CA 92131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rolf Stuber
oldern
Männedorf, ot 8708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Bearden
1141 Nicklaus Ave.
Milpitas, CA 95035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elena Bond
1406 Park Garden Ln
Reston, VA 20194



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Reynolds
638 NE 7th Ave
FORT LAUDERDALE, FL 33304-4649



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Ropczycki
1459 E. Lassen Ave
Chico, CA 95973-7840
 



5305666477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I grew up on the high deserts of Wyoming and I am writing to you because I care deeply
about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at
the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of
water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our
water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Loreli Fister
2026 NW Lance Way
Corvallis, OR 97330-2211





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Executive office Gerard COBUT
Biologist
avenue Louis Jasmin 100
Bruxelles, ot 1150
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Girou
4122 SW Austin St
Seattle, WA 98136
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stanley L. Rose
1440 Mountain View Dr.
Missoula, MT 59802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bettina M Frost
82 Medford Leas
Medford, NJ 08055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nancy salvatierra
1911 w. sanford st
arlington, TX 76012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dionna Campbell
2517 Mission Ave.
Carmichael, CA 95608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheryl Barger
1854 Bayshore Drive
Niceville, FL 32578



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sally Moore
15/321 Beaconsfield Parade
St Kilda, ot 3182



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert D Finley
807 S Westerly Apt. 111
Payson, AZ 85541-5430



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruce Jackson
2531 Neptune Pl
Port Hueneme, CA 93041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hugh Keleher
101 Columbia St., Apt. 424
Corning, NY 14830
 



607-973-2217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenda Hattisburg
957 - 88th Ave
Oakland, CA 94621



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kaitland Finkle
924 Munday Court
Charlotte, NC 28270
 



704-942-1078



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Heisler
9944 N Central St
Portland, OR 97203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexis Adams
1084 24th st
oakland, CA 94607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Sandy Sundquist
1244 Admiralty Blvd.
Rockledge, FL 32955



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Connie  Grant-Howell
3737 swallows nest ct.
Clarkston , WA 99403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Crow
10555 E Baywood
Mesa, AZ 85208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosalind Parneix
14 Oasis Circle
Palm Coast, FL 32137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Charles
436 Yosemite Court
Petaluma, CA 94954
 



707 344-6566



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Mary Branch
2005 Rodeo Drive
Austin, TX 78727



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Benes
13080 Dronfield Ave.
Sylmar, CA 91342
 



(818) 364-8991



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Roe
2716 N. Adoline Ave.
Fresno, CA 93705
 



5594781436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sian Cox
6 Chestnut Place
Framingham, MA 01701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eada Webb
116 Hazleton Lane
Oak Ridge, TN 37830



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Thryft
15520 Big Basin Way
Boulder Creek, CA 95006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caroline Richardson
P.O. Box 264
Placerville, CO 81430



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roy Whitford
27675 Water St
Chaumont, NY 13622



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Chang
25 Willow Brook Lane
Annandale, NJ 08801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evan Bush
42 James Street
Pikeville, KY 41501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alma princip
2216 st paul ave
madison, WI 53704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Hashmi
901 Overhill Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greta Rossi
490 Washburn Ave
Washington, NJ 07882



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shelley Czeizler
6671 Wealthy Street
Clarkston, MI 48346
 



(248) 625-0046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
You are insane for choosing corporate interests over human and environmental interests.
Corporations are NOT human no matter what the corrupt, fascist, anti-American Supreme
Court says.
 
Sincerely,
 



Rick Siegfried
517 3rd St.
Eureka, CA 95501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Stark
1325 Howard Avenue  PMB 607
Burlingame, CA 94010
 



(650) 343-8090



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Michele Capek
4905 Cass Elizabeth RD
Waterford, MI 48327



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Freilich
1015 Trailmore Drive
Roswell, GA 30076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Habecker
702 S. 4th St. Apt.4
Apt. 4
Lebanon, PA 17042





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Lyon
592 Wildwood Way
San Francisco, CA 94112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Pajak
204 Belaire Drive
Mount Laurel, NJ 08054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Coralie Benton
1549 North Heights Drive NW
Albany, OR 97321-1157
 



541-926-1763



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carlos daghetta
redentor  n  5
cabo  frio , AR 28927000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Capri Sims
425 N Hickory St.
Apt. #B305
Escondido, CA 92025





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JANELLE OLVEY
5196 Graveline Rd
Bellingham, WA 98226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Gottesman
PO Box 5712
Berkeley, CA 94705
 



judithrachelleg@gmail.com



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Christman
5273 Morning Sun Rd.
Oxford, OH 45056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Huelster
1203 Washington Common
Hillsborough, NJ 08844



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gwen Costa
P.O. Box 2925
Kamuela, HI 96743



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Nebel
4709 Bancroft St
Omaha, NE 68106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheila Sheppard
PO Box GG
Carmel, CA 93921



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
July Rogan
65 Etruria St. Unit C
Seattle, WA 98109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ariana Quintanar
13207 Ingres Ave
Granada Hills, CA 91344



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Lieberman
7 Baldwin Terrace
Livingston, NJ 07039



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Ganter
817 W Pedregosa St
Santa Barbara, CA 93101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Trexler
P.O Box 2105
Grass Valley, CA 95945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lindsay Johnson
941 S Forest Creek Drive
St Augustine, FL 32092



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth McDermott
108 Cascades
Williamsburg, VA 23188



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ted Clausen
2120 N Pacific Ave #65
Santa Cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenda Burks
6418 Wicklow CIR E
Colorado Springs, CO 80918



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katherine Ellis
240 Wesst 102nd Street
New York, NY 10025
 



(212) 662-6232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
george witt
2209 catalina
laguna beach, CA 92651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. laura krause
160 w camino real
boca raton, FL 33432



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gail Winter
1816 Arcturus Ave.
Racine, WI 53404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Eichelberger
4022 N. 19th St.
Tacoma, WA 98406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
While Las Vegas offers "water-oriented" developments in its urban desert, why should the
water of northern Nevada be siphoned off, with its ranching and natural areas left
parched? A permanent no to this transfer!
 
Bruce Berger
835 W. Main St.
Aspen, CO 81611
 
(970) 925-1647



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Lane
45 Maple ave
Cortland, NY 13045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Debbie Thomas
P.O. Box 2377
Fernley, NV 89408-2377



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vivian Sherman
3939 N. Marine Dr.
Portland, OR 97217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Roehm
16505 Virginia Ave., # C81
Williamsport, MD 21795-1353
 



202=431-9537



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
renee klein
4732 la villa marina
marina del rey, CA 90292-7026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Walter J Bock
114 Hudson Avenue
Tenafly, NJ 07670
 



(201) 567-8213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Whitehurst
715 N 3rd St #1
Tacoma, WA 98403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Sobacki
34990 N. Knollwood
Ingleside, IL 60041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Faia
105 Locust Street
Santa Cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Poore
5614 Red Canyon
San Antonio, TX 78252



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sonja Thompson
168 FrazerAve
Collingswood, NJ 08108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Wilson
8 Pierce Road
North Springfield, VT 05150



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Baker
975 290th St.
Atalissa, IA 52720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Megan Roemer
2602 6th St.
Boulder, CO 80304
 



303-440-8957



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Sutherland
9806 Ravenswood
Granbury, TX 76049



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Bullock
1394 Dunlawton Ave. #801
Port Orange, FL 32127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather Kemper
1425 Elliston Lane
Versailles, KY 40383



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Laxminarayana Paladi
6337 Summerday Ct
BURKE, VA 22015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gina Coker
6635 Oakland St.
Phila., PA 19149



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Donna Pleasants
42924 SE 140TH ST
North Bend, WA 98045
 



425-444-4743



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizandra Zapata
39 Trowbridge Circle
Stoughton, MA 02072



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glen Pittman
1325 Independence Dr.
Derby, NY 14047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margo Emrich
820 Wrights Creek Dr.
Ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M,J,  Knox
P.O. Box 333
Bakerstown, PA 15007-0333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Hicks
8861 Alcott St, Apt 2
Lost Angeles, CA 90035-3353



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Manuel Ferreira
Rua Professor João Ferraz, 4
Merelim São Paio, ot 4700-018
 



961955098



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kathryn Britton
Attorney
3757 Vienna Drive
Aptos, CA 95003-2830



 
(831) 688-1495



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Patten
65 Staniels Rd
Chichester, NH 03258



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvie asselin
4631 alla road, Unit #1
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292
 



3107203363



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Tom Jackson
1124 S King Street
Denver, CO 80219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monique Mancilla
9800 Old Creek Rd.
Ventura, CA 93001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would anyone pump  water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
This is NOT environmentally sound.  It makes no sense and is bad for people and other
species.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Margaret Wilson



1017 Green Ridge Dr.
Green Bay, WI 54313



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Donna Jaggard
5455 N Sheridan Rd, 602
Chicago, IL 60640
 



(773) 271-0795



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kurt Schwenk
915 Ridge Court
Evanston, IL 60202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
thomas clark
245 s serrano ave. #214
los angeles, CA 90004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Roberts
1995 Valleyview Road
Bellefonte, PA 16823



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bunny Schneider
504 Linden Road
Bellingham, WA 98225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Graham
207 E. Glen Iris Ln.
Tuscaloosa, AL 35405
 



205 553-4206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Montane
2162 Dunsmore Rd.
Swanton, VT 05488



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Lee Asbury
3731 S. Glenstone Ave. Lot 112
Springfield, MO 65804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerri Mariott
5947 Sherwood Drive
Oakland, CA 94611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlie Wright
50108 State Hwy 72
Lyons, CO 80540



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Jason King
 
Dear Mr. King:
 
This proposed pipeline appears to be as ecologically devastating as the tars sands
pipeline, tearing and ripping apart several ecosystems and killing many of this nation's
strands in the web of all life.  Science maintains, killing ecosystems and their biological
diversity is about as safe for mankind and the Earth as global, thermonuclear war.
 
Before killing the Earth, enforce strict water rationing, and it is not only insane, but criminal
to dot Las Vegas with immense, water fountains and giant water displays for merely
decoration.  No European, water guzzling lawns for homes and golf courses.  Shut down
all water fountains, like the monster of the Bellagio gambling and poker club.  Plant and
landscape with native, desert plants only.
 
The construction of this Earth-killer will also dramatically increase man's carbon footprint
as the desert soil is rich in sequestering the heat trapping gases.  We have only one Earth;
we need to take care of her before all other quests and concerns.  "In wildness is the
salvation of the Earth and the preservation of all life...but seldom perceived by man."    
 
Teresa Husbands
5521 Cloud Way
San Diego, CA 92117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Dudwick
2175 Kerwin Road
University Heights, OH 44118-3979



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Cramer
13 James St
Auburn, NY 13021
 



3152583771



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Ryder
120 Magnoia Street
Kennett Square, PA 19348



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Ryder
120 Magnoia Street
Kennett Square, PA 19348



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jay Skrypzak
3703 Hazel Street
Erie, PA 16508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Barron
4175 Emerald St
Oakland, CA 94609
 



(510) 420-0787



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I'm sick and tired of being sick and tired of greed, corruption, and a general disdain for the
common good in MY government. 
 
I'm sick and tired of constantly having to "urge" my elected officials to not be douche bags
and to, for a change of pace, do something that is morally and ethically right.
 
I'm sick and tired of MY nation being filled with these types of politicians.
 
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options



available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dwayne Hinton
2503 Torrey Pine Dr.
Baton Rouge, LA 70816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because someone needs to remind those in power that man is only one
kind of animal that inhabits this earth.  Man needs the animal population, the vegetation,
and air and water to live.  None of the latter mentioned needs man to live.  Think about it.
 
What we do try to control and manage the earth will finally affect man to his detriment.
 
 I am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Does not
Nature herself know where water needs to go?   Why create another desert just to satisfy
the plans of humans?
 
How about moving some of the population out of the part of Nevada that cannot sustain its
growth to areas that are not over-populated?  Does that not make more sense?
 
How about those folks being more conservative with water use?  How about managing the
rate of population growth better?  How about desalination options?
 
You will get the arguments on what effects NRS 533.370 (6) would be were it to be
modified or voided, so I need not repeat them to you here.
 
I am asking you to look at other options to solve the perceived problem.  When one
refuses to consider other options, one closes the door on creativity, thus remaining locked
into a pattern of destructive thinking.
 
Please, we owe it to the earth that sustains our life to explore other avenues of the current
problem.
Man has done a miserable job of protecting and nurturing our earth in far too many places.
 Won't you be a catalyst for change by being open to other solutions?
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Sincerely,



 
Phyllis Donovan
911 Peak Rd.
Wheelock, VT 05851



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alberto Douce
120 McKey Ct
Athens, GA 30605-4349
 



7063531749



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Aldridge
118 N. Davis St.
Ishpeming, MI 49849



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
christopher neal
8707 falmouth avenue unit 118
playa del rey, CA 90293



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Godwin
126 West Colleen Drive
Gardner, KS 66030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Belinda Moore
906 Ave H NW
Childress, TX 79201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeane Harrison
3445 SW 31st Street
Des Moines, IA 50321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana  Philip
25 Temple St.
Newburyport, MA 01950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Martinez
7205 Via Lomas
San Jose, CA 95139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
VICKI & ROD KASTLIE
4473 MUIR AVE.
SAN DIEGO, CA 92107-2310



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
tim T storer
515 s santa rita ave
tucson, AZ 85719
 



(520) 455-5748



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helena Liber
1247 East 12th St.
Oakland, CA 94606



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Andersson
1521 N Topanga Cyn
Topanga, CA 90290



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M,J,  Knox
P.O. Box 333
Bakerstown, PA 15007-0333



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lawrence Somer
9116 Sudbury Road
Silver Spring, MD 20901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Kenton
3 Drummond Drive
Stanmore, ot HA7 3PF



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
audra lacey
132 farm st
millis, MA 02054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please deny this destructive application to drain aquifers to continue unsustainable growth.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Welgos
1081 Woodland Church Rd



Wake Forest, NC 27587
 
(919) 554-9115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heike Reineke
Babenhäuserstr. 18
Rödermark, ot 63322



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Najita
PO Box 11737
Honolulu, HI 96828



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Budnick
149 Broomsedge Lane
Kiawah Island, SC 29455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Infalt
2008 Denton ct
Rocklin, CA 95765
 



530-521-2385



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Clay
5944 Woodway Place Ct
Houston, TX 77057



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Athena Lake
La Mirada St.
Laguna Hills, CA 92653



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenifer Alexander
310 Rainbow Row Ct
Alpharetta, GA 30022
 



678-232-0228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nina powers
669 green forest
fenton, MO 63026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Harris
10 Edward Circle
Montville, NJ 07045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harold Wilkes, Jr.
228 Kearny ave.
Perth Amboy, NJ 08861



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Lohr
P.O. Box 461014
Escondido, CA 92046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Benda
5124 Oak Center Dr.
Oak Lawn, IL 60453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maggie cook
104 w. orchard ave
Indianola, IA 50125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Blue McRight
1337 Palms Blvd.
Venice, CA 90291
 



310-396-0200



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mickie lavender
7 Churchfield Road
Leeds, ot LS26 0EJ



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter R Curia
2048 N. 68th Place
Scottsdale, AZ 85257-2637
 



(480) 946-5794



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Sweas
5132 Keeler
Chicago, IL 60632



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sue davies
p.o. box 630
philo, CA 95466



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adrienne Altman
15035 Otsego St
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Walker
201 Cathedral Manor
Bardstown, KY 40004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Lane
164 Hardwich
Notasulga, AL 36866-2425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brose janice
14624 Crossway Rd
Rockville, MD 20853



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Gilland
3756 E Hampton St]
Tucson, AZ 85716



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jennifer neilson
7773 ivanhoe
la jolla, CA 92037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Audrey Burns
87 Kendall Blvd
Oaklyn, NJ 08107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Pinsent
133 Westwood St
Sutherlin, OR 97479



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barb DeLeone
518 Wring DR.
Tallmadge, OH 44278-1520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vickie Pinson
9101 S. Urbana Ave., Unit B
Tulsa, OK 74137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dustin Fay
425 Mathews st
Fort Collins, CO 80524
 



303-548-1566



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Victor Spada
39 secluded ln
Rio grande , NJ 08242



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Jacobs
3524 Silverleaf Court
Fort Collins, CO 80526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
andrea ju
8201 4th ave #6h
brooklyn, NY 11209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n Laborie
169 BLD VICTOR HUGO
SAINT OUEN, VI 93400
 



+33611396171



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Allison
library circulation technician
PO Box 1673
Berlin, MD 21811



 
4102082772



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lionel Ortiz
2820 Graham Rd
Bayside, CA 95524



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MARIA MAXWELL-HUDSON
BURGO NUEVO
leon, AK 24001
 



669099808



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marguerite Garth
POB 3209
Wrightwood, CA 92397



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
c weaver
1324 finley
lombard, IL 60147



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen Stark
3820 NE Wistaria Dr
Portland, OR 97212
 



5034678545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Olson
1903 Thalia Ct.
Valparaiso, IN 46383-1145



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jason Williams
11 Short Hill Drive
Poughkeepsie, NY 12603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
andrea ju
8201 4th ave #6h
brooklyn, NY 11209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Fante
220 N. Rosborough Ave.
Ventnor City, NJ 08406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Delaney
5406 Western Hills Drive
Austin, TX 78731
 



(512) 459-8471



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
B. Carol Flack
3912 Pine Ridge Rd
Shawnee, OK 74804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Benjamin Hooley
3939 1st Avenue, #300
San Diego, CA 92103-3015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gertrude Wallis
48 Lake Ave Apt 10H
Woburn, MA 01801-6048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane L Shaw
28 Desert Willow Ln
Sedona, AZ 86336



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Riddle
3726 South 800 West
Bountiful, UT 84010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
afroditi katsikis
4360 Lelia Drive
Rio Vista, CA 94571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Francisco Diaz
1434 Mariposa st
Richmond, CA 94804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carla Johnson
80 Leupp Road
Flagstaff, AZ 86004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Cailin Miller
244 Buckley dr
Harrisburg, PA 17112
 



7037747990



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenni Logan
4605 W. 39th St.
SIOUX FALLS, SD 57106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. S. Etherton
504 E. 63rd Street
New York, NY 10065
 



(212) 734-1087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen Momat
800 7th St., SE
Largo, FL 33771



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Bu
1067 Harbour Drake Dr
Punta Gorda, FL 33983



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roger Eddy
1280 4th st.
Monterey, CA 93940



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Galen Davis
9114 8th Ave NE
Seattle, WA 98115
 



(206) 524-6679



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Schusterman
12307 Adair Ct
Tampa, FL 33626-2689
 



7703668137



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bruno Torquato
3854 Lyons Rd
Coconut Creek, FL 33073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Hertl
709 Triphammer Rd., Apt. 2-2B
Ithaca, NY 14850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Slavik
5690 Meredith Avenue
San Diego, CA 92120
 



619-582-3464



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan VanDerzee
84 Oak Terrace
Durham, CT 06422



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
donna shepherd
ella st
san luis obispo, CA 93401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Coven
269 Oakview Avenue
Melville, NY 11735-3619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn Hanson
1265 NE 56th Court
Hillsboro, OR 97124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Scott
167 Teilh Dr.
Boulder Creek, CA 95006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Stoddard
157 Franklin St. #18
Santa Cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gayle Hawes
992 E. Windsor Circle
Fresno, CA 93720-1352



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Tarara
1233Paloma Ave
Burlingame, CA 94010
 



650-343-2987



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.  Thank you for considering my comments.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Booth
2049 Glenco Terr
Fort Worth, TX 76110-1705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Schutte
PO Box 6416
Kingman, AZ 86402-6416



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. bob yancey
570sorentoave
sorento, IL 62086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Trent Wexler
1360 East Lyn Court
Homewood, IL 60430-3834



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tatiana Terekhova
21 Royal St. #1
Allston, MA 02134



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caitlyn Delapp
50 Williams Ave
Hyde Park, MA 02136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randy Mergler
1800 Laporte Ave
Fort Collins, CO 80521
 



970-980-6308



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Lind
14039 S. Astoria Court
Plainfield, IL 60544



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Kramer
435 30th Ave W., D 410
Bradenton, FL 34205-8004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pam Statz
3915 SE 14th Ave
Portland, OR 97202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erica Petrofsky
736 Adams St.
Albany, CA 94706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Bird
10662 Brewer Dr.
Northglenn, CO 80234



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Millar
PO Box 231571
New York, NY 10023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ann Skweres
7659 Sand Canyon Road
Wrightwood, CA 92397



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Randolph Gyulay
3735 Random Dr.
Akron, OH 44319-2240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Nichols
PO Box10
Bellvue, CO 80512



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Wallace
5921 Grandale Drive
Durham, NC 27713
 



9193141941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Pais
30304 Spring River Drive
Southfield, MI 48076-5375



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Betty Combs
609 Skaggs Rd
Londonderry, OH 45647



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Pendarvis
690 VistaWilla Drive
Winter Springs, FL 32708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Carson
3300 Narvaez Ave
San Jose, CA 95136-1253
 



026645235525225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Loy
9301 E. Loy Lane
Cornville, AZ 86325
 



928-634-4325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret C. McHugh
31 Sagamore Trl
Sparta, NJ 07871-1511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Abrahall
Queen Palms Court
Kissimee, FL 34747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. elizabeth saveri
1163 heather square
pasadena, CA 91104-3708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
pablo uresti
2302 N. Zarzamora Street
san antonio, TX 78201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan & Raymond Buhner
30-31 44th St.
Astoria, NY 11103
 



(718) 726-3657



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anita Coolidge
1349 Caminito Septimo
Cardiff, CA 92007-1043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vernetta Mullins
11222 Elmfield
Tampa, FL 33625-5704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,          why must we destroy so much of our heritage and of our nature?  it will be
Gone forever> ek
 
E kulhanek
2025 e fulton
gaand rapids, MI 49503





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Bardo
6922 State Route 405 Hwy.
Muncy, PA 17756-6349
 



(570) 220-6197



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawn Stephenson
7 Katherine street
Ashington, ot NE63



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to urge you to deny the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Southern Nevada needs to meet its water needs through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination, not by dewatering the Great Basin.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute" requires the state engineer to deny an
application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the proposed transfer would
not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
The Southern Nevada Water Authority's request cannot be environmentally sound, given
the catastrophic and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater
extraction, as documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental
impact statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
The Southern Nevada Water Authority's request threatens the natural heritage of the Great
Basin in eastern Nevada and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right
applications based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause,
and the other viable options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water
demands.
 
Sincerely,
 
Seth Henry
232 Gay Street
Longmont, CO 80501
 
720-494-1720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. cindy curran
481 ridge road
bowdoinham, ME 04008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacqueline Pineda
519 E. Garfield Ave.
Glendale, CA 91205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Shelly Young
13322 CR 45
Coaldale, CO 81222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chantal van beveren
heidestraat
tervuren, ot 3080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. John Pielemeier
1203 S Main St
Fairfield, IA 52556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tiffany Holmes
736 Taylor Drive
Folcroft, PA 19032



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Phillips
931-B South Main Street, #344
Kernersville, NC 27284



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Jose Ricardo Bondoc
410 Winston Dr., Apt. #104
San Francisco, CA 94132-1701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Rego
E. Evergreen Blvd
Vancouver, WA 98661



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harvey Reed
270 W Grand Blvd
Detroit, MI 48216



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
keri bennett
66 n cottage street
valley stream, NY 11580



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frances Goff
5311 Corteen Pl #32
Valley Village, CA 91607
 



818-980-4235



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Newman
266 pelham rd
amherst, MA 01002



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
harry seichepin
3134 van dorn corners road
ithaca, NY 14850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Katie Grogan
3611 University Dr Apt 8G
Durham, NC 27707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ms. Dorothy L Davies
327 Caselli AVE
San Francisco, CA 94114
 



415-558-9211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Meade
5 Hibernia Row
Holyhead, ot LL65 1EW
 



07969647898



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Diane Doesserich
227 west 17th
new york, NY 10011
 



9172796516



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Banks
PO Box 73
Taos, NM 87571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shelly Works
7342 Oak manor , #3206
SAN ANTONIO, TX 78229
 



828-649-9358



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Mansfield
1911 Everett St.
Caldwell, ID 83605
 



(208) 459-8842



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Blumenthal
2812 NE 62nd St.
Seattle, WA 98115
 



(206) 527-0285



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abigail Corbet
6637 SE 57th Ave
Portland, OR 97206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Sullivan
1549 Princeton
Santa Monica, CA 90404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J. Barry Gurdin
247 Ortega St.
San Francisco, CA 94122-4617



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carlos Penafiel
503 E Queen St
Strasburg, VA 22657-2443



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Nordenberg
305 S. Lenox Ave.
E. Patchogue, NY 11772



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
elizabeth standard
11101 hortense st
north hollywood, CA 91602
 



818-769-7782



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maurene McGrain
164 Washington Street
Gloucester, MA 01930



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
clint M freeland
3042 courtney drive
santa maria, CA 93455
 



(805) 938-1967



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leona Klerer
71 Strawberry Hill Ave, APT 907
Stamford, CT 06902
 



(203) 323-2069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Heisler
9944 N Central St
Portland, OR 97203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa McWilliams
PO box 6158
Austin, TX 78762



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rainer Hertel
Hagelgatan 26
GAEVLE, ot 80275
 



+46 26 14 15 69



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Lowe
191 Murray Taylor Court
Inman, SC 29349
 



864-573-1525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Roseann Reynolds
116 Parker Dr.
Huntsville, AL 35811
 



(256) 859-9672



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Roy
3 Camelot  Drive
Paxton, MA 01612-1257



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melanie Weinstein
1141 Foley Avenue
Santa Clara , CA 95051
 



408.244.5608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Priscilla Tine
414 N. Forest Park Blvd., Apt. 725
Knoxville, TN 37919
 



865-584-4029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhett James
871 Green Lawn Dr
Camarillo, CA 93010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elena B Kupchik
129 Wyeth Way
Hockessin, DE 19707
 



(302) 234-7777



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jenna Diamond
3 derham parc street
Houston, TX 77024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CHRISTY FIELD
POBOX 410
BIG BEAR CITY, CA 92314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Wilsnack
401 E Mercer St #506
Seattle, WA 98102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
melissa alarid
7812 ne 142nd pl
kirkland, WA 98034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mel jordan
5037 McIntyre Circle
Austin, TX 78734-1817
 



5122663753



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alice lewis
2034 E. Lincoln Ave.#251
Anaheim, CA 92806



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
So Allen
19 Charles St
Charlestown, MA 02129



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Todd Everett
0N570 Woodlawn St
Wheaton, IL 60187-1710
 



6309338324



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kyle Johnston
p.o.#57681
Tucson, AZ 85732-7681



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cilla Moller
Koxasv. 49
Lerum, ot 44338



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john mattinen
6553 N. Tahoma Ave
Chicago, IL 60646
 



7736316545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kyle Johnston
p.o.#57681
Tucson, AZ 85732-7681



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sister Marion Beagen
285 Powell Ave.
Newburgh, NY 12550



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leah Browning
7264 Cox Pike
Fairview, TN 37062-7206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawn Stanko
9828 Concord Rd
Dublin, OH 43017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary McAuliffe
6051 Selma Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90028-6414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maile Horita
2275 C Palolo Ave
Honolulu, HI 96816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Sunshine
16 Woodstock Mdws. Ln.
Woodstock, NY 12498-3104
 



845 679-9379



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michaela O'Driscoll
315 19th St
Pacific Grove, CA 93950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Dear Mr. King,
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Susan McDonough
 
Susan McDonough
5717 17th St. W.



Bradenton, FL 34207



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bud McAllister
19 Mountain Ave
New London, CT 06320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wilma Bradbeer
130 Stribling Ave
Charlottesville, VA 22903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sydney Gaskins
2609 Sandstone Lane
Midlothian, TX 76065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss Kirstin Fagan
250 Pond Street
Wakefield, RI 02879
 



401-783-4635



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Palombi
857 Dugout Trail
Carol Stream, IL 60188
 



630-915-2784



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Myers
201 2nd Ave
Brooklyn, MD 21225



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. James Walker
5016 Valley East Blvd. Apt. B
Arcata, CA 95521-7418



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzannee Brown
36688 S. Warner Bridge Rd.
Manteno, IL 60950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CD and Veryle Miller
2444 Ranch Dr
Springfield, OR 97477-1788



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stuart G. clark
3551 dorothy lane
waterford, MI 48329
 



(248) 623-6832



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eirini Kanetou
sklavokampou
Heraklion, ot 71306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alycia Ware
9131 Pine Springs Drive
Louisville, KY 40291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Subrata Sircar
732 Harvard Avenue
Sunnyvale, CA 94087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan LoFurno
1340 Klem Road
Webster, NY 14580



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stanley Jones-Umberger
37425 SE 39th Street
Washougal, WA 98671



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melinda Newman
604 Rhonda Ave.
Greenville, KY 42345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irmgard Linss
8975-64 Lawrence Welk Dr.
Escondido, CA 92026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Chandler Jr
2506 Guenevere Ave SE
Huntsville, AL 35803-1814
 



256-508-6997



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Debbie Wheatley
768 Lillie Hill Road
Apalachin, NY 13732



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Berkson
2455 Drysdale Ct NE
Keizer, OR 97303
 



503-463-9468



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sydney Gaskins
2609 Sandstone Lane
Midlothian, TX 76065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherri Fugit
1078 Westminster Row
Greenwood, IN 46142
 



317-658-0068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Larson
307 Henry St Ste 310
Alton, IL 62002-6326



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Schauffler-Vircsik
PO Box 887
Clarkdale, AZ 86324
 



928-301-7524



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Thank you for your serious consideration.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Balvin
1381-A  Kimmerling Road



Gardnerville, NV 89460



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherri Fugit
1078 Westminster Row
Greenwood, IN 46142
 



317-658-0068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Gibbs-Halm
1282 Arrowwood Lane
Grand Blanc, MI 48439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Brian Baltin
730 W. 4th St. #111
Long Beach, CA 90802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lance  Hudnall
2267 Pilgrims Trail
Dugspur, VA 24325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Neil Harrison
1227 Taylor Ave.
Norfolk, NE 68701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deb Sparrow
1715 S La Rosa Drive
Tempe, AZ 85281



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Noreen Stevenson
16 Elm Street
Chester, NY 10918



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Barnett
103 Overlook Circle
Wimberley, TX 78676



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frederick Wright
84 Boultbee Ave
Toronto, ON M4J 1B3



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Black
3333 Wallingford Ave N
Seattle, WA 98103
 



(206) 522-8082



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Albert Jenkins
3010 S. Medina Line Rd.
Norton, OH 44203-7900



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lesley (Dr.) O'Connor
420 Lakenheath Lane
Matthews, NC 28105-2558



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alice coffey
2047 w cuyler ave
chicago, IL 60618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Luther
106 Vermont Ave E
Bradenton, FL 347208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Simonson
853 Big Cove Rd
Cherokee, NC 28719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marion Stewart
3N512 Curling Pond Ct
Elburn, IL 60119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
molly brewer
6439 north 40th st
milwaukee, WI 53209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Koch
13109 Via Minerva
Delray Beach, FL 33484-1231



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bertha bertha
private
manzanita, OR 97130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. David MacLean
6422 Alloway Court
Springfield, VA 22152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Fry
1127 Broadway NE
Salem, OR 97301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
will  santana
320 mt joy rd
hampshire, TN 38461



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. jane edsall
box 144
mt. sinai, NY 11766



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julianne Conway
108 Hillview Drive
Springfield, PA 19064
 



484-432-8597



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Rivas
17 Rand Road
Yarmouth, MD 04096



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Hartenstine
Hollow Point Homestead
2425 Hay Creek Road
Birdsboro, PA 19508-8036



 
6105821341



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brant Kotch
Attorney
12302 Cobblestone
Houston, TX 77024



 
(713) 463-7151



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Marguerite Ferro-Cotten
5 East Niles Rd, Apt 2
Binghamton, NY 13901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Cities can't keep growing forever. If Las Vegas wants to grow it can concentrate on quality
of life rather than a larger population using more precious water resources. Even if
environmental damage would only be half as bad as estimated, it's still too much. Just say
'no' to mindless and greedy development. Thank you.
======================
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Joseph Oliver
201 N. Kentucky Ave.
Martinsburg, WV 25401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lawrence Padilla
920 Main St
Roseville, CA 95678-2141



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Rosemary Thomas
Lee Hutson
Sachse, TX 75048
 



(972) 495-5294



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
KAREN Pope
3541 E Sunny Dunes Rd
Palm Springs, CA 92264-1305
 



7603239678



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am angered that the Southern Nevada Water Authority is
requesting to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in
central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to
support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs
through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Las Vegas does not need to expand - it's already too big as it is.  The city already
comsumes too much of the natural resources and now they want MORE?  Does this
country have to desimate ALL of its' natural resources so that there is nothing left?  Are we
not allowed to conserve anymore?  If the powers that be asked me to vote - I say "NO"!!!!!
No more water for Las Vegas.  They need to learn to make do with what they have!
ONCE AGAIN WE'RE TALKING ABOUT GREED!!!  More money, more money, more



money!  It never ends!!!  What happens when the resources run out?  We need to start
thinking about the BIG PICTURE instead of instant gratification!
 
Sincerely,
 
Hope Ogden
1706 N Tennessee Blvd Lot # 148
Lot # 148
Murfreesboro, TN 37130-1694



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Dietrich
3604 Lost Pine Way
Valrico, FL 33596



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Minturn Collins
550 S. Barrington Ave., Apt. 3214
Los Angeles, CA 90049
 



(310) 210-5672



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Goldman
303 Harbor Pointe Drive #2
Mount Pleasant, SC 29464
 



843-814-7042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gabriel Graubner
7899 St. Helena Rd.
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-8601



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maura FitzGerald
1412 Barrows Rd
Oakland, CA 94610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
angus m Macdonald
PO Box 111
Elkwood, VA 22718-0111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Choiniere
4881 Hadley Road
Goodrich, MI 48438



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard WEGMAN
253 5Th Avenue
Venice, CA 90291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
erika schiegg
4914 regal blf
mesquite, TX 75150



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Angela Leventis
205 Adams Street
Philipsburg, PA 16866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Raymond
700 Walnut Ridge Dr. Ste. E-2063
Ste. E-2063
Irving, TX 75038



 
972-871-9500



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angie Dixon
6949 Huohrey Rd
Clinton, WA 98236
 



206-383-2256



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samantha Morgan
4213 Nottingham
Corpus Christi, TX 78411



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mary ortner
PO Box 173
Odebolt, IA 51458



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Philip Madruga
1216 W. 6th St.
Hanford, CA 93230
 



5593626127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
martha  erdem
5696 w owl ridge rd
tucson, AZ 85745
 



978-269-2218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Lindquist
4152 N. Harding
Chicago, IL 60618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Colin Jenkins
22 Verneuil Avenue
Rendlesham
Stowmarket, ot IP14 2EG



 
07813797277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. christine waddell
5896 Beaudry St.
emeryville, CA 94608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Anje' Waters
14945 Christmas Tree ln
Grass VAlley, CA 95945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peri Beller
1086 Aileen Street
Oakland, CA 94608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Olsen
420 Buchanan St
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
paul laprise
58 westwood rd
columbus, OH 43214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard McAnulty
7108 OBrien ct.
Charlotte, NC 28269
 



(704) 687-4783



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan M Dixon
1714 Ivy Place
Colorado Springs, CO 80905
 



(719) 471-8055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melba Dlugonski
6735 SE 78th
Portland, OR 97206
 



(503) 777-0406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Lindsey
175 Clifford Terrace, Apt. 4
San Francisco, CA 94117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Smith
26 Rich St # 2
Waltham, MA 02451
 



2068028080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Krueger
730 Bayberry Ct. E.
Bloomington, IN 47401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Wentz
1941 Woodbridge Dr.
Pensacola, FL 32514



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Masanz
1340 Gulf  Blvd
Unit 7-G
Clearwater, FL 33767





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Vickie Hunter
1207 Harrington Rd.
Wadesboro, NC 28170



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Do not approve this pipeline!
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Justin Young
167 oak manor ln



St rose, LA 70087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Debbie Neimark
6018 N. Oakley Ave.
Chicago, IL 60659
 



773 274-9921



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. William Dolly
19809 89th Road
McAlpin, FL 32062-2766



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marianne Thompson
7823 Dominican Street
New Orleans, LA 70118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bibi Prival
145 Atlantic Ave. #2
Brooklyn, NY 11201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leann Rappaport
3170 35th Street
Astoria, NY 11106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Bennett
POB 4063
Santa Fe, NM 87502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Calderone
29 Carolina Ave
Ewing, NJ 08618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Martin
7500 Alpine Rd
La Honda, CA 94020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sherri irving
3181 colchester brook lane
fairfax, VA 22031-2608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Snively
13522 John Kline Road
Smithsburg, MD 21783



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anna Alfeldi
Sindjeliceva
Pancevo, ot 26000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurinda Conyers
8065 Sacramento St #9
Fair Oaks, CA 95628



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
RONALEE THATCHER
1721 PALMER LANE
ROCKLEDGE, FL 32955



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
I used to live in New Mexico so I completely understand this and urge you to not allow this
pipeline to affect this ecosystem. 
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Lancaster



400 Transylvania Park
Lexington, KY 40508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolina Camarillo
2820 San Salvador
Laredo, TX 78046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Connie Trump
2646 E. Cypress Way
Salt Lake City, UT 84121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Hochberg
P. O. Box 569
Philo, CA 95466
 



7078952950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisseth Aguilera
260 Crandon Blvd 32-399
Key Biscayne , FL 33149



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Lipson
10 Holland Lane
New Paltz, NY 12561



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glenn Hufnagel
1174 Kensington Ave.
Buffalo, NY 14215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Scull
2526 Pennsylvania Ave
Muskegon, MI 49445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ciara O'Reilly
2 rue de la Solidarité
Paris, ot 75019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am a 65-yr old Professional Engineer with over 45 yrs of global experience in river basin
management; I' still actively involved in river restoration on the West Coast.  I'm writing to
you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live
there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Gardiner
PO Box 2451



Cave Junction, OR 97523-2451



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Susanna Murrett
172 Fairmount Avenue
Hyde Park, MA 02136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because, though far away in Britain, I care deeply about the Great
Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern
Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually
from your aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would your water go to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
To say nothing of the toll on other species, which would also be staggering -  some
species of desert fish and springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species
would occur, including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher,
Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn and elk. This would be unconscionable.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marian Hussenbux
30, Sherry Lane
Birkenhead Britain, ot CH49 5LS





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kathy Forney
PO Box 2206
Stillwater, OK 74076



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve vincenti
234 meridian ave  apt 6
miami beach, FL 33139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to urge you to deny the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export water from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth and sprawl in southern Nevada. Sacrificing the natural integrity of the Great Basin
and all the plants and animals that live there by exporting water to other areas when the
water needs in those areas can be met through conservation and other environmentally
sound methods represents poor management of vital resources.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Wasilewski
59 Sorbertown Hill
Hunlock Creek, PA 18621



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel  Harris
142 Richmond Ave
Medford, NY 11763



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
s bartolone
34  a  drumm  rd
danville, PA 17821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
matthew foss
530 molino st #220
los angeles, CA 90013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcella Marsala
Private
Staten Island, NY 10314



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Perdew
515 Oak Bay Drive
Osprey, FL 34229



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalie DeFee Mendik
1033 Gombach Road
Claridge, PA 15623



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Laura Jobe
1011 E. Belgravia Dr.
Pearland, TX 77584-2231
 



713-436-1101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brady Hurley
PO Box 9414
aspen, CO 81612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kayt Smith
4405 Sherbourne Dr.
San Jose, CA 95124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Mitchell
123 Sherman Avenue
Lexington, KY 40502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Goralski
80 Woodcrest Dr NW
Grand Rapids, MI 49504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Filippo Venturi
Via Michelino, 51
Bologna, ot 40100
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doug Alderson
960 Towhee Road
Tallahassee, FL 32305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jennifer avellan
408 e norwood pl
alhambra, CA 91801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Erlichson
3 Pitcher Point
Somerset, NJ 08873-7433



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Judy W. Fairless
76 Liberty Corner Road
Warren, NJ 07059



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greta Aul
80 Spencer Ave
Lancaster, PA 17603-4855



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jennifer avellan
408 e norwood pl
alhambra, CA 91801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marilyn Klein
149 Trotwood Drive
Canonsburg, PA 15317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Adelman
2790 71st Cir Apt 201
Vero Beach, FL 32966



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Al Benford
25F Cliffside Dr
Manchester, CT 06042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Calderone
29 Carolina Ave
Ewing, NJ 08618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nick Shestople
PO Box 891551
Temecula, CA 92589
 



9513033107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Morgana Allen
7738 Fairview Farm
Scottsville, VA 24590
 



(540) 630-1560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lisa Fredsti
823 San Miguel Ave.
Venice, CA 90291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacqueline  Crow
P.O. Box 9393
Peoria, IL 61612



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Barry
21 Emerson Rd
North Reading, MA 01864



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alysia boswinkel
1200 monticello ave
charlottesville, VA 22902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Delphi Locey
211 Valley Street, Apt. 8
Seattle, WA 98109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marsha Ross
2119 Westline Drive
Columbus, IN 47203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heather McCandless
P.O.Box 1557
East Ellijay, GA 30539



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Baron
35 Se 70th ave
Portland, OR 97215
 



5039278644



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natalie Kilmer
754 60th St.
Oakland, CA 94609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Broderson
3865 Imaginary Rd
Tallahassee, FL 32309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ed green
550 e church st
elmira, NY 14901
 



6077332784



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sabrina dolan
72 peanut ct
san rafael, CA 94903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Martin
168 Plank Hill Road
Bristol, DE 06010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Stone
8902 Birdwood Ct
Houston, TX 77096-2107
 



7137792822



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
claudia correia
portimão
portimão, ot 8500



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
C K Holbo
Brookwood Forest
San Antonio, TX 78258-4414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Thayer
3073 Jemez Dr.
san diego, CA 92117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim George
119 Eddywood Street
Springfield, MA 01118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sharon Mullane
4084 Redwwod Ave. #4
Los Angeles, CA 90066
 



(310) 827-8587



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angeline Jacobsen
1312 N 2530 W
Clinton, UT 84015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Robinson
842 Rim View Ln.
Twin Falls, ID 83301
 



208 733 6779



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ina Wagner
1737 Parker Rd
St Louis, MO 63138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
 Joshua  Seff
9508 George Washington Dr.
McKinney, TX 75070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alysia boswinkel
1200 monticello ave
charlottesville, VA 22902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sue shulman
920 e old willow rd
Prospect Heights, IL 60070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jeannette Ralston
P.O. Box 3376
Half Moon Bay, CA 94019
 



6507120809



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angeline Jacobsen
1312 N 2530 W
Clinton, UT 84015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Dannhardt
851 Cutler Way
Zillah, WA 98953



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Gregory Clifton
430 52nd Street
Moline, IL 61265
 



309-716-6345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Wayne Peavler
5531 Fenmor eRoad
Indianapolis, IN 46228-2038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Mary Price
831 Bradwell
Houston, TX 77062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maria schulz
intrarea sabinei, nr.3
timisoara, ot 300424



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Lynne Hooper
875 W. Route M
Hartsburg, MO 65039
 



573-657-4175



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Werneke
3466 Cerrillos Road
Santa Fe, NM 87507-3014
 



505.988.2099



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth E. E Martillo
413 41st Street
Union City, NJ 07087
 



(201) 866-1459



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Borden
173 Wedgewood Ct.
Melbourne, FL 32934
 



(321) 253-4182



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Schuyler Judd
P.O. Box 64
3790 Blue Heron Lane
Island Park, ID 83429





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rytis Baltakys
150 Old Bergen Rd.
Jersey City, NJ 07305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rick Marshall
986 CIlley Road
Manchester, NH 03103-2906
 



(603) 647-2900



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Van Alyne
26 Cantwell Drive
Middletown, DE 19709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Boyd
8429 SE 63rd ST
Mercer Island, WA 98040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Devendorf
333 Florence St
Sunnyvale, CA 94086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jennifer M Weishaar
255 N Michigan St #58
Lawrence, KS 66044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Susan Bishop
24 Church St.
Deposit, NY 13754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jackie Millay
5743 Nahant Ave.
Cincinnati, OH 45224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Lake
6013 S. redwood Rd.
taylorsville, UT 84123
 



801-268-4000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louise Simone
2700 Upton Street, NW
Washington, DC 20008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cindy Guarnieri
27 Pamlynn Road
Stamford, CT 06905



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chad Evans
202C W. Chevy Chase Dr.
Glendale, CA 91204
 



3607392345



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Lowther
143 Central Ave
Brooklyn, NY 11221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Cobb
432 Cobbler Lane
Forkston Township , PA 18629 8050



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave Potter
3930 Rio Vista Way
Klamath Falls, OR 97603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ynez fernandez-reyes
493 Pio Drive, 214
Wailuku, HI 96793
 



(808) 872-1284



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ivan Womboldt
2700 Golf Club Drive, #103
Palm Springs, CA 92264



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norman Krebs
207 East Park St
Albion, NY 14411



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gerald Vertrees
36249 200th Ave
Ste. D233
Pleasant Hill, IL 62366



 
(928) 565-9768



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Charis
11582 Moorpark St #205
Studio City, CA 91602-4218
 



818-762-5883



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
n/a Martin Bidney
912 Taylor Drive
Vestal, NY 13850
 



6077720830



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Ward
1503 NW 10th Avenue
Gainesville, FL 32605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Seager
8253 Westmoor Road
Mentor, OH 44060-7535
 



(440) 392-7239



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I do not think that draining water from the Great Basin is the right choice for Las Vegas.
First options to try include increased conservation, smart growth management and even
desalination.  In fact, Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6),
currently requires the state engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer
of water if he finds that the proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the
basin being diverted.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Hampton
150 Kelly Creek Drive
Odenville, AL 35120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Viviane Carson
P.O. Box 4142
3717 Saddleback Dr.
Lancaster, CA 93539-4142





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Owens
206 N Lincolon
Edinburgh, IN 46124-1224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glenn Hufnagel
1174 Kensington Ave.
Buffalo, NY 14215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Schwanbeck
575 Davidson Way
Boulder Creek, CA 95006



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Fener
1011 Swapping Camp Road
Amherst, VA 24521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and the ecological
integrity of all wildlife living there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. PLEASE deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Scott Watanabe
3649 Stoner ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marianne Gurley
8501 San Marcos Dr.
Knoxville, TN 37938-2038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Monica Eisfeld
4601 W. Tripoli Ave.
Milwaukee, WI 53220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tanya Beickert
72 Middle Island Avenue
Medford, NY 11763
 



631-219-4795



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Weiner
919 S. Pugh St.
State College, PA 16801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Good
868 Big Cove Rd.
Cherokee, NC 28719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Darrel Crain
450 Summerhill Court
Alpine, CA 91901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheryl Pierson
71 Silver Street
North Granby, CT 06060
 



8606535900



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Michaud
47Ticehurst Lane
Marblehead, MA 01945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LESLIE COHEN
1307 W AMARANTH ST
EGG HARBOR CITY, NJ 08215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Geoffrey Clark
4013 w waterman ave
Tampa, FL 33609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Sherer
78206 Varner Rd  Ste D-114
Palm Desert, CA 92211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Thomas Blaney
3741 Windscape Ave.
Oklahoma City, OK 73179-3840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shana Padilla
2562 Knollwood dr
Cameron Park, CA 95682
 



5306769134



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Bander
12572 Lockhaven
Baton Rouge, LA 70815



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Pollack
6549 nw 99th ave
Tamarac, FL 33321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christiana Brinton
3903 E 18th St
VANCOUVER, WA 98661



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Snell
309 Shady Lane
Downers Grove, IL 60515



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Kavanagh
710 S Oak Park Ave
Oak Park , IL 60304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
donna white
98mountain rd.
arundel, ME 04046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Brooker
1208 E. Smoot Dr.
Tucson, AZ 85719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katie Cruce
3028 N 125 Ave
Omaha, NE 68164



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Wong
2522 N. Lincoln St.
Burbank, CA 91504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathi jane alvarado
8925 n valley dr
las cruces, NM 88007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pamela Tinkler
6760 W. North Ridge Rd.
Geneva, OH 44041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doorae shi
4136 kaimuki ave
honolulu, HI 96816



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Christina Babst
728 N. Doheny Drive
W. Hollywood, CA 90069



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DUPATY Régine
9 rue chopin
BOUROGNE, VT 90140



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Farley
3595 Post Rd  Apt 4416
Warwick, RI 02886



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
J P
355 Granite Ave
Oakland, CA 95521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
When wildlife habitats are destroyed, they can never be restored to be they way they were
before. And, extinction of species is forever. We must take steps to preserve what little we
have left, in the way of wildlife and their natural habitats.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Donna Hoaglin
3361 Albion Rd
Concord, MI 49237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Scull
2526 Pennsylvania Ave
Muskegon, MI 49445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lise susi
mt. kisco
mt. kisco, NY 10549



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Manolo Segura MacDonald
Zurita
Madrid, ot 28012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Grace  Padelford
10618 Ayres Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90064
 



(310) 837-8191



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Juba Anne
15313 Bauer Lane
Laurel, MD 20707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Louise Flannery
18 Mansfield St #2
Somerville, MA 02143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Cheryl Ross
10166 Padona Hill Court
Las Vegas, NV 89178



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jENNIFER HARRIS
239 PAGE STREET
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94102
 



4158632431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John DiGiacomo
725 S. Beck Ave., Apt. 101
Tempe, AZ 85281



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
 Anthony  Montapert
1375 Ficus Way
 ventura, CA 93004



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carmel Severson
5722 S Flamingo rd
Cooper City, FL 33330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Y.D. Jordan
1 Nassau Rd
Montclair, NJ 07043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leuise Crumble
252 N Hamlin Blvd
Chicago, IL 60624



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane Davidson
435 Valley View Road
Englewood, NJ 07631



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caroline Borino
21175 Tomball Pkwy #198
Houston, TX 77379



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue Cummings
253 Patrick Road
Fayetteville, TN 37334



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Marie de la garza
PO BOX 7474
Tempe, AZ 85281



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr Rebecca Kraimer
Conservation Scientist
4500 Panorama Drive
Las Cruces, NM 88011



 
5753828054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Crispino
58 Ripton Ridge Road
Monroe, CT 06468



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss Susan Montague
3918 State Rte. 149
Fort Ann, NY 12827



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Ann Fredenthal
438 West 37th St.
New York, NY 10018-9559



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kellie Smith
13 Brandy Lane
Deering, NH 03244



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Todd Hauser
PO Box 1611
Ocean Park, WA 98640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryl Acropolis
1309 Laurel Avenue
Ocean, NJ 07712
 



732-776-7446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Clark Natwick
1108 Valencia Way, Pacifica
PACIFICA, CA 94044
 



6503593600



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Sherwood
6320 Elmdale Road
Brook Park, OH 44142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joyce Burk
P.O. Box 106
Barstow, CA 92312
 



760-252-3820



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Boxley
PO Box 1301
Marlton, NJ 08053
 



6092547353



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Bonnie Barfield
1036 Huntington TR SE
Smyrna, GA 30082-2635
 



(770) 432-2546



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. carol chai
160 copper canyon dr
sedona, AZ 86336



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
none leslie bald
147 Victoria Ave. S.
Listowel, ON N4W 1Z9
 



(519) 291-3407



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Wantz
13171 Mentzer Gap Road
Waynesboro, PA 17268



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Lynn Wilbur
617 Katlian Street
Sitka, AK 99835
 



9077520011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patty DeYoung
10 Fernbank
irvine, CA 92604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
T.Ed. Webb
825 Kimry Moor
Fayetteville, NY 13066-1840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dondi Visser
316 Helman St
Ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. laura bukovsky
1122 hummingbird ln
sevierville, TN 37862



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carole Kaye
P O Box 143
Malden-on-Hudson, NY 12453-0143



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara tenWolde
5823 156th Ave NE
Redmond, WA 98052-5133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shan Albert
1881 Washington Ave
Miami Beach, FL 33139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I am concerned about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Martin
258 Robbins Dr.
Newark, OH 43055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Morgan
234 Rachel Carson Way
Ithaca, NY 14850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sharon lewis
po box 267
kaneohe, HI 96744



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sherry Avila
10396 Rose Lane
Roscoe, IL 61073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
K. Inman
Meadowbrook
Fort Collins, CO 80521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tim Miller
2661-1 Wingate Way N W
Canton, OH 44708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Bassett
222 21st Ave E
Seattle, WA 98112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynette Heath
5560 Sheil Drive
Oregon, WI 53575



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ingri Quon
936 West 18th Street Unit C-3
Costa Mesa, CA 92627



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aaron McGee
2312 Linnwood
Milwaukee, WI 53211-3323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jake culver
5514 s.e. milwaukie ave
portland, OR 97202
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
patricia daniels
288 shirley blvd.
arcata, CA 95521



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
D Bello
1334 R Street NW
Washington, DC 20009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alex Haulman
5300 College Ave
Bakersfield, CA 93306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Terry Vaccaro
Corbet
Plainfield, NJ 07060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mireya Landin-Erdei
1830 Coronado
Bullhead Ciry, AZ 86442-5037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Bob Pomilla
1720 2nd ave.
New York, NY 10128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Myers
5605 Harbormist Dr
Powder Springs, GA 30127-6964
 



770-439-4418



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Jean Jenden-Riedlinger
8815 Winter Bright Drive SE
Olympia, WA 98513
 



360 259-8486



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Braden
5199 Cortland Drive
Flint, MI 48507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LUISA AGOSTINI
312 BANCROFT WAY
PACIFICA, CA 94044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yelena Lysenko
42 Boxford Rd.
Haverhill, MA 01835



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Paul Swartzel
1160 Solon Street
Dubuque, IA 52001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Geisler
5851 NE Farnham St
Hillsboro, OR 97124
 



(503) 615-8635



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jon grutman
EX. DIR. NON-PROFIT
1136 s dunsmuire ave
los angeles, CA 90019-6756





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
brad higgs
p.o.box 354
westmoreland, KS 66549



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom Madden
1420 Coastal Drive
Rockwall, TX 75087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara J. McVein
1091 Vale View Drive
Vista, CA 92081
 



760-941-0086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Krista Merrimac
1379 Snow Street #2
Mountain View, CA 94041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carla McGarrah
3726 S. Wallace
Chicago, IL 60609



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Stacey A. Ward, Esq.
12 Bravo Rd.
Los Lunas, NM 87031-7949
 



(505) 565-9480



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Timothy Post
1108 NE Independence Ave.
Lee's Summit, MO 64086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Francl
3430 Rocky River Drive
Cleveland, OH 44111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruxandra Knight
45 Chequers Road
Loughton, ot IG10 3QE
 



02085084056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne  Matijceck
96 Wightman St.
Ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Stansell
404 Happy Hollow Circle
Suches, GA 30572



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Gerotwol
633 Channing Ave.
Palo Alto, CA 94301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. C.A. A Rose
11 Lansing Avenue
Trumbull, CT 06611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options, just because
they sold theirs from the Colorado River to California? There are marina docks a quarter
mile from the water already. Apparently increased water usage and drain off might not be
a good idea!
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel  Maguire



PO Box 204
Prudence Island, RI 02872



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Blake Winter
6313B W. Quaker St.
Orchard Park, NY 14127
 



7169970010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Keith Fabing
4816 S. Alaska Street
Seattle, WA 98118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As a lifetime resident of Utah I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great
Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern
Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually
from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to
southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting
the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
erica allmen
959 300
slc, UT 84102





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
R. Aidan Johnston
Bostwick
Ithaca, NY 14850



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Stoner
1130 Longford
Bartlett, IL 60103-1939



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gail walter
325 grandview
kalamazoo, MI 49001
 



(269) 345-9211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosemary Hall
5200 Heil Avenue, #25
Huntington Beach, CA 92649



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Peterson
183 Timberview Dr.
Troy, MI 48084



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Walenta
420 N. 39 St. #303
Seattle, WA 98103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Ritter
1937 PO Box
Healdsburg, CA 95448



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Sweeney
16981 Spring River Rd
Bend, OR 97707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Keith Fabing
4816 S. Alaska Street
Seattle, WA 98118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula CArrier
2401 5th Avenue
San Diego, CA 92101-1612
 



3355687932



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim La Chance
1754 Carver St.
Redondo Beach, CA 90278



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Martin
112 Ox Yoke Court
Custer, SD 57730-8401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kyle Eby
2144 W Shakespeare Ave
Chicago, IL 60647



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nathan lou
8004 cindy lynn ln
el cajon, CA 92021



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Katzenberg
803 E Lake St
North Myrtle Beach, SC 29582-3418
 



8432728276



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Stone
15644 E. Sunburst Drive
Fountain Hills, AZ 85268



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Martin
258 Robbins Dr.
Newark, OH 43055



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter [Ptah] Suide III
8230 Star Route #1
Saint Thomas, ot 00802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gregory Baker
11864 Wexford Place Drive
Maryland Heights, MO 63043
 



314-209-0877



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gloria Gonzalez
#52 Barcelo
Cidra, PR 00739



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gwen Piekarz
111 E. 29th St.
LaGrange Park, IL 60526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Ganora
1011 Front St
Louisville, CO 80027-1705



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Avrum Harris
42011 4th st. west, ste 1700
lancaster, CA 93534-7197



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tara Lulla
15511 Conifer Bay Court
Houston, TX 77059
 



2814865247



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Simons
5110 Macdonald Ave.
Richmond, CA 94805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lane Whitesell
2405 NW 11th St.
Oklahoma City, OK 73107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
donna brumlow
842 w williams st
banning, CA 92220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. You care about the people? I think not. Why would you pump water to southern
Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the
water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination
options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
Is it money or real you care?
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lehua Kimberly
55 Ahona Place



Hilo, HI 96720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristin Remenar
12553 w hawaii ave
lakewood, CO 80228



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kristin Cothern
7234 Del Norte
Goleta, CA 93117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Dorothy OBrien
2306 W 180 St
Torrance , CA 90504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carolyn Boodman
13280 El Dorado Dr., 189F
Seal Beach, CA 90740-3357



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michelle sullivan
21200 S. Lagrange Road
frankfort, IL 60423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
michelle sullivan
21200 S. Lagrange Road
frankfort, IL 60423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alicia Guevara
Ugarteche 3270
Buenos Aires, ot C1425EVJ
 



48072346



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cathy milgrom
2021 s. e clinton st.
portland, OR 97202
 



707 484-5529



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kathy gregg
20440 tuolumne rd n
Tuolumne, CA 95379



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Briana Wilcox
11504 Trailrun Ct.
Riverside, CA 92505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jake Terpsraj
2111 Raybrook
G .Rapids, MI 49546
 



616   940-4537



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Derek Knight
45 Chequers Road
Loughton, ot IG10 3QE
 



02085084056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allison Ginsburg
2600 Orange Picker Rd
Jacksonville, FL 32223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Rengers
391 John Joy Rd
Woodstock, NY 12498
 



8456796001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Koester
204 west 11th street
Carroll, IA 51401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Woodruff
4526 Willow Tree
San Antonio, TX 78259



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elpe Villard
4026 Willowcrest Ave
Studio City, CA 91604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anders Wilzén
Lid 1
Linköping, ot 59046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caroline Phillips
131 Shanna Pl
Grover Beach, CA 934433



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Stern
6102 SE 22nd Ave.
Portland, OR 97202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Kourda
951 Eton Court
Chula Vista, CA 91913



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Clifford
PO Box 1331
Everett, WA 98206-1331



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Russell
869 Mayhew Road
Starks, ME 04911-4709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the earth's environment, including, of
course,the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at
the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of
water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our
water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of
meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Naomi Fatouros
1350 Southdowns Drive
Bloomington, IN 47401





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Tapon
1500 Duke University Road
Durham, NC 27701-2924
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark White
3015 Wyn Dan Ln
GREENSBORO, NC 27406-8854



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Hill
11509 Hatteras Street
North Hollywood, CA 91601-1623
 



323-877-7925



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Horst Stapelfeldt
3525 SE 1st Ave
Cape Coral, FL 33904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ian Carlon
2211 Lausett Avenue
San Jose, CA 95116-2513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin McGovern
5707 NE 35th PL
Portland, OR 97211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Jo Ann Toro
8724 Simmons Rd.
Redding, CA 96001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles scheips
638 Park Road
West Hartford, CT 06107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Edward Meyers
416 e gaston st
Savannah, GA 31401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Enz Lill
7910 S Krell Rdg
Spokane, WA 99223
 



5094483026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack McClain
P.O. Box 2874
Sacramento, CA 95812-2874
 



(916)369-0994



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Magali Lequient
2939 e delsa
Salt lake, UT 84124
 



(801) 274-0941



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
CHRISTOPHER  AGOSTINI
312 BANCROFT WAY
PACIFICA, CA 94044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean-Michel GUERRIER
La Chapoulie
Peyrignac, ot 24210



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rich Evans
2125 Church Road
Mountain Top, PA 18707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teri Breitenbach
832 291st Ave NE
Carnation, WA 98014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Kirchner
1002 Cottage Ave
Fort Wayne, IN 46807



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Selim Uzuner
PO Box 750
Carnation, WA 98014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Wagner
198 Market St
Brookeville, MD 20833



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samantha Gibson
268 E Ridge Ave
Glen Rock, PA 17327



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sandra eisenring
231 Shillings Chase Drive
CARY, NC 27518



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rita Hale
6842 Kinsman St.
Wauwatosa, WI 53213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Sauer
323 Marietta ST SE
Salem, OR 97302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dave Garfield
433 McClure Ave.
Firestone, CO 80520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcia Ritz
160 Huron Street
Toronto, ON M5T2B5
 



4164765379



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. gene groom
306 williams blvd nw
orting, WA 98360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rheta Johnson
8033 Cobble Creek Circle
Potomac, MD 20854



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kelly Epstein
18319 Champion Forest Dr.
Spring, TX 77379



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Isaac Hernandez
405 Santa Anita rd
Santa barbara, CA 93105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Anita Walsh
P.O. Box 1046
Corrales, NM 87048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bethany Foshee
440 Wilchester
Houston, TX 77079



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Clarence Robinson
28 Spyglass Drive
Littleton, CO 80123-6652
 



3039488844



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amanda Rudisill
P.O. Box 13196
Olympia, WA 98508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Duran
13 4th st
New York, NY 10012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.  Please take these lives into consideration. 
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danielle Wagner
400 Walnut Street Apt 4A
Philadelphia, PA 19106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Delana Darrow
1 charles dr.
Rantoul, IL 61866



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Webb
4050 Lucky Lane
Greenwood, IN 46142



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phillip Anderton
145 Winston Avenue
Poole, ot BH12 1PD



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Segal
1066 San Jacinto Way
Palm Springs, CA 92262



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
 
 
 
 
 
May all the water and money be sucked out of your life
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,



pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
beth jacobs
van antwerp
niskayuna, NY 12309
 
5183702712



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
SHERRIE BAIN
400 Rome Drive, E318
Palm Springs, FL 33461



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy R Smith
2807 Atlantic Hwy
Lincolnville, ME 04849
 



(207) 763-3952



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Walter Furness
1116 Foster St
Evanston, IL 60201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M. Olson
662 Bryan
Sunnyvale, CA 94086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Tyska
421 Dorchester Ln
Perkasie, PA 18944



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Tyska
421 Dorchester Ln
Perkasie, PA 18944



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Yundt
1664 Miami Ct.
Oakland, CA 94602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean & Joseph Gump
45511 CR 380
Bloomingdale, MI 49026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Ebel
184 Main St.
Nashua, NH 03060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Carol P Patton
321 Rugby Ave
Kensington, CA 94708
 



(510) 526-6160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Hellickson
1618 Avon Way
Forest Grove, OR 9
 



(503) 357-8969



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Scott Finnell
1704 Pickwick Place
Fleming Island, FL 32003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Potter
8 Hancox Street
Stonington, CT 06378



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Knoke
25292 Campina Dr
Mission Viejo, CA 92691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Margery R
6008 Club Terrace
Austin, TX 78741-3302
 



512-385-1719



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurel Alexander
1234 E Mifflin St Apt 9
Madison, WI 53703
 



(608) 576-2139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donlon McGovern
4107 NE 24th Ave
Portland, OR 97211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Sawyers
3710 Gross Rd Spc 29
Santa Cruz, CA 95062
 



(831) 476-3112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms Anna Shook
7326 N. Wilbur Ave
Portland, OR 97217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
Please do not be a party to further destroying this earth.  Please stand up and do the right
thing to help save life by rejecting the pipeline.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda Gewiss
5809 Sable Drive



Alexandria, VA 22303-1034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Robert Reed
16635 Alviso Court
Lake Elsinore, CA 92530-7038
 



9516745757



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Milagros  Matos
883 Longfellow Ave
Bronx, NY 10474
 



7189247292



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Milagros  Matos
883 Longfellow Ave
Bronx, NY 10474
 



7189247292



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Oneida Arosarena
635 DuPont St, Unit T
Philadelphia, PA 11928



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fran Watson
9734 Jamacha Blv
Spring Valley, CA 91977
 



(619) 469-2639



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
mr Toyin Oshaniwa
4 Oluwaseyi close, ogba
 
Lagos, ot 234



 
8037532083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
vernon whipple
w6406-37th.st.
new lisbon, WI 53950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Josefina Merle
4523 Broadway #6D
New York, NY 10040-2418
 



917-294-8881



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. and Mrs. barrie T collins
brooks rd
bethany, CT 06524
 



(203) 393-1198



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Signe Wetteland
5831 13th Ave
Sacramento, CA 95820
 



530-757-8555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tony Grahame
PO Box 274
Pearl City, IL 61062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Holden
9 Waterside Circle
Redwood City, CA 94065



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa Ramos
1817 N Bellflower bl
Long Beacb, CA 90815



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Wiegand
322 East Taylor St
Savannah, GA 31401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachele Laccetti
Via Armellini 123
Roma, ot 00147



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Serena Sun
1839 E Everglade Ave
Fresno, CA 93720
 



408-896-1026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Anselmo
36173 Bluff Oaks Ave
Prairieivlle, LA 70769



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raelyn Michaelson
14244 29th Ave S
Seatac, WA 98168
 



(206) 679-5375



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Stickney
4 Arbania St.
Auburn, ME 04210
 



207 782-0270



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Semon
3203 SE Woodstock Blvd
Portland, OR 97202
 



4142189246



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Blake
506 Merrybrook Ct
Clemmons, NC 27012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
G GG Johnson
1334 R Street NW
Washington, DC 20009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Wendi Buick
140 Winslow Road
Edwards, CO 81632



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carroll Benoit
3075 Mustang7 Road
Alvin, TX 77511-4856



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susana soares
braga
braga, AE 4710



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenton Macy
2014 McKinley Ave.
Charleston, IL 61920



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Allison Vincent
888 Aipo St
Honolulu, HI 96825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. C.A. A Rose
11 Lansing Avenue
Trumbull, CT 06611



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cassandra Treppeda
9 N Hillside Ave
Elmsford, NY 10523-3103
 



(914) 592-5221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kevin Furr
200 Creekridge
Albemarle, NC 28001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sonia hernandez
552 whisperwood
Longwood, FL 32779



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Dykstra
171 Saginaw Circle
Sacramento, CA 95833
 



(916)916-8907



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Chelmecki
4N696 Council Ct
Elburn, IL 60119-9407



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Renata Manowitz
132 E 35th street, 4B
New York, NY 10016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Wilson Ross
590 5th Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shehzad Qureshi
Village Park Dr
Melbourne, FL 32934



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rich Ryan
1424 Barcelona Rd SW
Albuquerque, NM 87105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carm Moehle
Thomas
Phoenix, AZ 85012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amber Dayhare
17930 S US Hwy 377
Dublin, TX 76446-5140
 



14807687874



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Nass, MD MPA
285 N Ventura Ave Apt 25
Ventura, CA 93001
 



5132538041



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Gedge
Bretton
Peterborough, ot PE3



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
denise dreyer
100 northgate apt 1
lebaon, MO 65536



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dwain Haines
PO Box 55
Shingle Springs, CA 95682



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Evans
811 25th St NW
Washington, DC 20037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Thompson
12611 S. Starr Rd.
Rockford, WA 99030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Clarke
3673 Wyola Dr.
Newtown Square, PA 19073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonnie Ip
2548 Muscatel Ave.
Rosemead, CA 91770
 



626-782-8174



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Loreley Leone
87-64 Little Neck Parkway
Floral Park, NY 11001
 



516-984-2320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brooke Marshall
1563 village view rd
Encinitas, CA 92024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen DeMoo
112 Seven Springs Ct.
Lonedell, MO 63060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Hampson
729 Waller Street, B
San Francisco, CA 94117-3205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Honalee Elkan
19100 Williwaw Way
Juneau, AK 99801
 



9073211819



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Yvonne Aleman Quevedo
13651 SW 136 Place
Miami, FL 33186-8934
 



3057991316



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha McGinnis
5151 Burlingame Drive
Atlanta, GA 30360



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anne schlanger
556 stratton rd
new rochelle, NY 10804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven A. Saporito, Esq.
77th Street
Brooklyn, NY 11209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Barbara Cowan
5 Roberts Road #3
Cambridge, MA 02138-3203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. michael schuessler
2025 e third
Tucson, AZ 85719
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shannon Joyner
PO Box 1045
Laytonville, CA 95454



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David O'Grady
1034 Vrooman Ave
Schenectady, NY 12309



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
donatella chiurco
sistiana-24-e
duino-aurisina, ot 34011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Klein
3501 Monterrey St.
Corpus Christi, TX 78411



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Doctor pamela murphy
p.o.box 879
Ojai, CA 93024
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Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kurt Riedel
2900 Azalea Place
West Sacramento, CA 95691



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
richard eckhardt
411 West 7th ST
hastings, NE 68901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Sanders
3707 Brookdale Ave.
Oakland, CA 94619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stefania Garavaglia
Via del Vigneto 4A
Bernate Ticino, ot 20010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Grossman
311 East Hathaway Ln.
Havertown, PA 19083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Dear Jason King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options? In your
water-resources reports, the Southern Nevada Water Authority notes that it can increase
supply through enhanced conservation by an amount greater than the pipeline would
provide.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table. More golf courses and green lawns are not worth it!
 
Sincerely,



 
Candice Eagle
 
Candice Eagle
3205 Louisville Rd.
Louisville, TN 37777



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ryan toups
725 joseph
new orleans, LA 70115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
Michael Harding
 
Mr. michael harding
4121 e linden
tucson, AZ 85712





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcia Clarke
19151 130th AVe. N.E.
Bothell, WA 98011-3105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Mannix
3302 B Del Monte Blvd.
Marina, CA 93933



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Temple Gossett
13010 Shawnee Drive
Manchaca, TX 78652



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Jessica Bader
121 East 31st Street
New York, NY 10016
 



(646) 478-7724



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nancy coffey
1018 Payne branch
blowing rock, NC 28605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
roger schmidt
po. box. 8394
portland, OR 97207
 



5036413496



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Reid
81 Clapboard Hill Road
Westport, CT 06880



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
colleen chiang
3637 Snell Ave spc 239
san jose, CA 95136
 



408-202-8545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathy Bade
20207 ne 89th ave
Battle Ground, WA 98604



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Juliet Lamont
2249 Glen Ave
Berkeley, CA 94709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms tasunka maza
red hook plaza
red hook, VI 00802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kerry Marchant
88 Zeno Crocker Road
Centerville, MA 02632



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bradley Anderson
3420 Pueblo Dr.
McKinney, TX 75070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beverly Gannon
85 warwick road
london, ot 11111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Frear
10236 W Hendee
Beach Park, IL 60087



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Talbot
16756 Simonds St.
Granada Hills, CA 91344



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dawn McCutcheon
1024 E Young
CDA, ID 83814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Lefler
5867 S Brittany Ln
Tempe, AZ 85283



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matt Chalfa
683 Washington St
Brookline, MA 02446
 



478-318-9245



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
l. williams
1025 Pleasant Place
Oak Park, IL 60302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arthur Pinkerton
73 S. Spring st.
Concord, NH 03301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valérie M. Horne
7516 Eastcrest Dr.
Austin, TX 78752



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Brown
801 Sierra Vista Way #45
Yrekac, CA 96097



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joanne Kellar
468 Hawarden Rd
Springfield, PA 19064



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Watson
5233 Chevy Chase Pkwy
Washington, DC 20015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Harrington
13100 Day rd.
Mishawaka, IN 46545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Danielle  Brown
167 Williams Avenue
Salt Lake City, UT 84111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phillip Joyce
4458 w. reed rd.
HANOVER, IN 47243



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Ericson
45 Wall St.
New York, NY 10005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Konrad
130 Branch Rd
Bridgewater, NJ 08807-2115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ted Weber
1022 Park Avenue
Annapolis, MD 21403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gene chorostecki
1405 vegas verdes #218
santa fe, NM 87507



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tuula Fischer
174 Brink Hill Rd
Greentown, PA 18426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
chris koerner
north street
roxbury, CT 06783
 



(203) 840-2222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Mulgrew
6401 shellmound St
Emeryville, CA 94608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jon longsworth
123 4th st
aptos, CA 95001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha Atwell
1715 Grafton St.
Los Angeles, CA 90026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bonna Mettie
9784 N.Whitefish Point Road
Paradise, MI 49768
 



9064923577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Shane Cummings
88 Birdsall ST
Norwich, NY 13815



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glady Brandstoettner
545 Lincoln Ave, box 476
Palisade, CO 81526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Clifford
673 Vinemaple Avenue
Sunnyvale, CA 94086-8456



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hari Khalsa
PO Box 1421
Santa Cruz, NM 87567
 



5057530298



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anje van der Naald
116 Austrian Way
Aptos, CA 95003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stan Prosinski
3695  Vista Belleza Ave
Las Cruces, NM 88012



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Merlyn Heyman
1200 Galloway
EL PASO, TX 79902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
If Las Vegas needs the water so badly, let them pay for the treatment of their waste water
and the return of the processed water to the acquifers via a new, parallel pipeline.
Expensive? You bet! and that's the name of the game, in Vegas!
 
Sincerely,
 



John Korovilos
1975 Theodore St.
Trenton, MI 48183-3605



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Boyd Gardiner
PO Box 1207
Rancho Santa Fe, CA 92067



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susanne Kayyali
Susanne Kayyali 5920 San Vincente
Coral Gables, FL 33146



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Warth
14321-A Green Valley Drive
Tustin, CA 92780



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Barnhart
206 Glen Place
Elkins Park, PA 19027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Potter
8 Hancox Street
Stonington, CT 06378



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DJ Brown
903 Farm House Lane
Rocklin, CA 95765-5369



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sheryl Iversen
39415 Brighton St.
Murrieta, CA 92563
 



9514617821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
VICKY Bada
5 THIRD AVENUE
PEMBERTON, NJ 08068
 



609-894-9868



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jaoana Dean
74 Six Flags Circle
Buellton, CA 93427



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Hannah Robinson
108 Shore Drive
Sound Beach, NY 11789



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Molly Hauck
4004 Dresden St.
Kensington, MD 20895-3812
 



301-949-0178



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Elinore Krell
3811 Canterbury Rd
Baltimore, MD 21218
 



(410) 366-1215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Zeien
1827 W. Evergreen Ave
Chicago, IL 60622



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. MR. & MRS. BRUCE REVESZ
103 THE FAIRWAY
CEDAR GROVE, NJ 07009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Cleese
12008 Saltair Place
LA, CA 90049-4136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Cleese
12008 Saltair Place
LA, CA 90049-4136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cynthia Cleese
12008 Saltair Place
LA, CA 90049-4136



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals
that live there.  I  am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump
and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern
Nevada. Why should central and eatern Nevada support unsustainable growth when there
are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires that the
state engineer deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
The water authority's request is not environmentally sound, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would become extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur,
including the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia
spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe and environmentally devastating impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beth Drewelow
520 Grand
Evansdale, IA 50707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Angela Turton
12A Parsonage St
Halstead, ot CO9 2LD



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sonja Holbrook
1199 Farmington Avenue
West Hartford, CT 06107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Becky Browning
211 Faubion Drive
Georgetown, TX 78628
 



512 259-0551



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicolette Hall
7205 Barry Road
Alexandria, VA 22315



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Wells
78 Mountain View Rd
Fairfax, CA 94930
 



415-456-9779



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerilyn Piccirelli
8728 248 st
Bellerose, NY 11426



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sue G Cossins
459 Marin Drive
Burlingame, CA 94010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DONNA DAY
17930 SOUTH US HWY 377
DUBLIN, TX 76446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "inter-basin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an inter-basin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrub land
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dry land grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheat grass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rita Stone
309 Market Street
Prophetstown, IL 61277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Valerie Stains
7 Melbourne Avenue
Silver Spring, MD 20901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Vandervalk
211 Trailwind St.
Gun Barrel City, TX 75156



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leesa Gibson
1486 Twin Lakes Circle
Tallahassee, FL 32311



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Mitchell
2044 Locust St.
Philadelphia, PA 19103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aleph Baumbach
2335 Forest Ave.
Durango, CO 81301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Emerson
3307 S. Durango Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90034



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diane Buccheri
P.O. Box 84
Rodanthe, CT 27968



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
julie shames-rogan
5084 rosehill drive
boynton beach, FL 33437



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy Murray
21 Chestnut St
BLACKSTONE, MA 01504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Letitia Mooney
3605 Willowwood CT
Louisville, KY 40299-3325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shmuel Treiger
6411 57th Ave. S.
Seattle, WA 98118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Covert
11850 Seneca Rd
Stagecoach, NV 89429



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Sanford
NE 20th St.
Bellevue, WA 98007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Julie Hagan Bloch
51 Mongaup Road
Hurleyville, NY 12747



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bronwyn Lane
1510 Woods Road
Winston-Salem, NC 27106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. John Andes
300 Estate Drive
Mount Juliet, TN 37122
 



615-754-9504



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lawrence Kassan
1500 N Ocean Blvd.
Pompano Beach, FL 33062-3455



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate Cumm Hall
423 Aspen dr.
Colorado Springs, CO 80911



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Powell
1038 Beverly Way
Eureka, CA 95521
 



(707) 496-7845



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
BARBARA OSTROWSKI
3302 BAER BEACH RD APT B15
ERIE, PA 16505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. and Mrs. P. Adams
206 Fifth St.
Wilmette, IL 60091



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fritz G. Cohen
2102 Old Oak Drive
West Lafayette, IN 47906
 



765 497-7610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please deny the SNWA Water Rights Applications. As a high desert resident from a
neighboring state, I understand the demand for water for urban areas, but also the risk of
draining aquifers. There should be another solution for Las Vegas - including water
conservation efforts. We in the west MUST be more careful with our water use.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Anne Schultz
805 Jefferon NE
Albuquerque, NM 87110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr Rodney Derbigny
PO Box 16303
Sugar Land, TX 77496



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stuart Halliday
915 Sherman Ave.
Evanston, IL 60202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carina Laub
Fuldastraße 2
Riedstadt, ot 64560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Lay
215 County Road 725
Belle, MO 65013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Depue
2333 N Geneva Terrace #4D
Chicago, IL 60614



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kurt Zwar
3954 NE 115th St.
Seattle, WA 98125
 



206 362-2477



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynda Barondes
Calle Galena 41
Alamos Sonora, AZ 85621
 



647 428 0929



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adrianna Genera-Wurst
4334 Ute Drive
San Diego, CA 92117
 



858-272-2468



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
stephanie castro
823n.kildare
chicago, IL 60651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Mai Hermann
7417 W Mercer Way
Mercer Island, WA 98040-5536



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tiffany Laub
Fuldastraße 2
Riedstadt, ot 64560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Schmid
59 Berkley Place
Buffalo, NY 14209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Haverkamp
1016 Young St
Gainesville, TX 76240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Megan Jones
3623 S Mobile Way
Aurora, CO 80013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Gannon
1019 Tobago Lane
Alameda, CA 94502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kincaid Walker
11560 Moorpark St
studio city, CA 91602



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Hanlon
560 Waterford Dr
Manchester, NJ 08759
 



732-323-0408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jacquelyn sheehan
p.o. box 362
barnesville, MD 20838



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jacquelyn sheehan
p.o. box 362
barnesville, MD 20838



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jody Gibney
16 Willow Lane
Sausalito, CA 94965



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Teresa Smith
309 Taylor Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Little
1709 Belle Place
Fort Worth, TX 76107
 



817-7381742



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Wilson
PO Box 327
#2
Norridgewock, ME 04957





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda McLain
11648 beacon hill blvd ne
ATLANTA, GA 30329



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amber Tidwell
2420 1/2 N. Beachwood Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 90068-3005



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Conny Laub
Fuldastraße 2
Riedstadt, ot 64560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evalyn Pokorny
6281 Cty Y
Hazelhurst, WI 54531



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Palmer
P. O. Box 705
Tonasket, WA 98855



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Karaffa
311 N. Pearl Street
Granville, OH 43023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted. 
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
PLEASE do the right thing!!
 
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie De Palo



P.O. Box 9529
San Rafael, CA 94901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Laub
Fuldastraße 2
Riedstadt, ot 64560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Anderson
845 Virginia Lane
Rapid City, SD 57701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carin Zellerman
Downing str
New York, NY 10014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
It is your responsibility and the decision you make will affect the area for generations to
come. It is your name that will forever be linked to the devastation of a natural treasure.
Don't take this responsibility lightly. 
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 



Pam DeLoye
36025 Dover
Livonia, MI 48150



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Geoghegan
2747 Via Venado
Santa Fe, NM 87505



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Waskovich
4418 N. 42 St.
Milwaukee, WI 53209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
charles  urban
83 N THOMAS AVE
KINGSTON , PA 18704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marianne Ivarsson
Snorregatan 7B
Gothenburg, ot 41728



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Glenn Yerke
9634 W. Chatfield Ave
Littleton, CO 80128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aida Shirley
8734 Stockholm Ave
Las Vegas, NV 89147
 



7025676300



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ria Kirchner
Fuldastraße 2
Riedstadt, ot 64560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Biermann
Im Schwarzbroich 19
Odenthal, ot 51519



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Keaven Van Lom
PO Box 522
Truckee, CA 96160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Cordeiro
28513 Applewood Ln
Castaic, CA 91384



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annette Pedersen
8404 N 55th Dr
Glendale, AZ 85302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lonnie Petrie
P.O. Box 20201
Colorado City, CO 81019
 



719-676-2835



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danita Fausek
2872 N 47th Street
Milwaukee, WI 53210
 



(414) 418-9545



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joan Fuhry
1750 Garza Lane
Santa Cruz, CA 95062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jon Conner
1838 Oakview Drive
Stoughton, WI 53589



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bridget Bailey
22 September lane
Stafford, VA 22554



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irmgard Engeroff
Schönauerhofstraße 28
Rüsselsheim, ot 65428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Tracy
67817 Sharpcrest St
Houston, TX 77074



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michele Taylor
328 S. Freeman St.
Oceanside , CA 92054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elisa Gonzalez
1533 Austin Hwy, 102-402
San Antonio, TX 78218-1730
 



210-473-0645



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Gray
9134 Luckenbach Hill Rd
Springwater, NY 14560



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
brandon hyatt
10410 barretts delight drive
cockeysville, MD 21030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeff Burns
16037 Gault St Apt 2
Van Nuys, CA 91406-4956
 



8188920343



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Moszyk
4278 Bordeaux
St Louis, MO 63129
 



314-894-0044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynda Daniels
4238 Dawn Lane
Oceanside, CA 92056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Bree Anselme
2294 Castlegate Drive North
Castle Rock, CO 80108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robin Engeroff
Igelweg 57
Rüsselsheim, ot 65428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erzsebet Osz
4919 Gloria Ave.
Encino, CA 91436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine  Puma
26 Montgomery Pl.
Brooklyn, NY 11215
 



(718) 832-6421



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miss. Amanda Levesque
1 Battle Sq.
Asheville, NC 28801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jane  Williams
4126 La Cadena
Tucson, AZ 85718



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Hanson
11452 W Hampden Pl
Denver, CO 80227-4220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Harper
153 Franklin
West Union, IA 52175



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ronald Groves
101 W Daniel St
Silver City, NM 88061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Anderson
845 Virginia Lane
Rapid City, SD 57701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fritz Sziel
Schönauerhofstraße 28
Rüsselsheim, ot 65428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MD PAUL URBAN
3400 SW 4TH AVE
OCALA, FL 34471
 



352 427-6483



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jon Macy
712 S Park Ave
Bloomington, IN 47401



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Davis
615 Santa Ray Avenue
Oakland, CA 94610



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Digby
3833 Botanical
Saint Louis, MO 63110-4003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jason Davis
736 Sanchez St.
Montebello, CA 90640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
jon Rosenblatt
1110 Charter St
Piscataway, NJ 08854



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David MacArthur
2226 E Capt Dreyfus Ave
Phoenix, AZ 85022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Medical Technolo Caroline V Allen
Medical Technologist
12 211th Place SE
Sammamish, WA 98074



 
(425) 391-4981



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melinda MacInnis
704 Vernon Ave
Venice, CA 90291
 



(310) 625-8395



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Cadzow
82 Humboldt PKWY
BUFFALO, NY 14214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ceci lozano
4709 pewter ln.
austin, TX 78744



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you out of concern for the Great Basin and the plants and animals that live
there. I'm appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export
57 billion gallons of water annually from aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why
pump water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable
means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Murphy
510-18 Brownlow Ave.
Toronto, ON M4S 2K8
 



(647) 477-7420



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Thoms
5066 42nd Pl N
St. Petersburg, FL 33709



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raymond Nuesch
2000 16th Street NW
Washington, DC 20009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
caitlin Strom-Martin
1630 Terrace Way
Santa Rosa, CA 95404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Margaret Clark
717 Noe Road
Larkspur, CO 80118



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
joe strach
1054 cricklewood
grand rapids, MI 49509



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alison Shilling
2766 Eel Place
Davis, CA 95616
 



530-756-4649



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn E. Burzinski, M.D.
PO Box 2042
Middletown, NY 10940



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raymond Nuesch
2000 16th Street NW
Washington, DC 20009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pauline Lee
1413 Edgewood Circle
Lufkin, TX 75904
 



(936) 465-2033



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raymond Nuesch
2000 16th Street NW
Washington, DC 20009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Ralph Hitchcock
1135 Ocean Parkway, #113
Berlin, MD 21811-1722



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jill Allman
James Ter
Rahway, NJ 07065
 



908-463-5634



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
cassie barr
3668 38th ave
oakland, CA 94619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris k
2420 S Meade st
Denver, CO 80219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kay Barrett
8162 Manitoba St. Unit 301
Playa Del Rey, CA 90293



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrew Baumline
1825 Albert Lee Pkwy.
Winter Park, FL 32789



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Truscinski
26119 Veva Way
Calabasas, CA 91302
 



818-521-6680



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eric Siebert
489 brewington dr
burgaw, NC 28425



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Gentz
919 Woodside Lane
Langley, WA 98260



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Desmond Hosford
57 Grove Street
New York, NY 10014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Barnes
1801 Honeysuckle Drive
Blacksburg, VA 24060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rhonda Allen
19 Center Drive
Orrington, ME 04474



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alberta Coffey
4701 Morris St NE
Albuquerque, NM 87111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lauren Brown
107 Third St
Frederick, MD 21701
 



(240)447-2837



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Wickham
93344 Hubbard Creek Rd
Port Orford, OR 97465



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
courtney morgan
6091 E Ab Ave
Richland, MI 49083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gretta Zorn
407 Rittenhouse Court
North Brunswick, NJ 08902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Feissel
2216 Memphis St.
Philadelphia, PA 19125
 



9198541838



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Hertzel
10505 Vista Lago Pl
San Diego, CA 92131
 



858-658-0553



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leif Burhans
2020 Florida Blvd.
Neptune Beach, FL 3226



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Natasha  Schwartz
28 old Fulton st
Brooklyn, NY 11201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Please do not allow Las Vegas to pump water from the Great basin aquifer. It is very likely
not a sustainable scenario. US water policy has a bad record of overdrawing water from
aquifers, and once the pipeline is in place it will happen. Please do your job as required to
prevent a disaster from happening. Thanks,.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Tomasz
175 Clifford Terr #4
San Francisco, CA 94117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
dave byrne
906 jessie
austin, TX 78704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lawrence Hilf
85 Willowcrest Drive
Rochester, NC 14618



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen tonzi
P.O. Box 403
Galt, CA 95632



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
julianna lavin
80 broadview rd
woodstock, NY 12498-1404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathleen Day
909 Berrywood Drive
Austin, TX 78753-2423



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Phyllis Karpin523@aol.com
11488 NW 20 Drive
coral Springs, FL 33071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Secretary/Volunt Carolyn Buchanan
Secretary/Volunteer
35555 Spur Highway
Soldotna, AK 99669



 
None



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gib Butler
1440 N 15TH AV
SHELDON, IA 51201



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary O'Brien
1901 west St. #417
Union city, NJ 07087
 



(860) 678-7274



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Morris Sandel
1611 holly street
austin, TX 78702
 



5124699298



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna Ferguson
HC 3 Box 543
Alturas, CA 96101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
George Bittancourt
58 Littlefield Terrace
San Francisco, CA 94107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Garlit
49651 Shenandoah Circle
Canton, MI 48187-1163
 



734-451-9950



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cheryle Kerr
5300 Desert IInn Rd. # 126
Las Vegas, NV 89122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clare Milledge
108 Henderson Rd
Alexandria, ot 2015



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra L. Couch
2903 Bartlett Court
Naperville, IL 60564
 



630-922-3177



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Emily Haggerty
313 Brookfield Circle
East Lansing, MI 48823



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Carroll
3750 Amaryllis Drive
San Diego, CA 92106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aida Sheets
6926 10th Avenue North
St. Petersburg, FL 33710



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gavin Kramer
129 Susan Drive
Ewing, NJ 08638



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greta Calabrese
84 Depeyster Ave.
Tenafly, NJ 07670
 



(201) 568-7556



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dianne Aikey
3256 Ogden Drive
Mulberry, FL 33860



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Holly Crawford
1609 Cascade Overlook
Peachtree City, GA 30269



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DANIEL SPEHAR
10579 DEBORAH DRIVE
PARMA, OH 44130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I understand the pipeline desire of Las Vegas, They see water. They see a source that can
be used through technology. They do not have to conserve. Understandable but wrong.
 
First, this is not free, unused water just waiting for Las Vegas to pipe it away to desert
dwellers. This is the source of a huge ecosystem's survival. The ecosystem's survival
takes precedence.
 
Secondly, western history is replete with anecdotal evidence that this kind of plan leads to
long-term eco degradation and disaster while only creating yet another level of "need" in
the recipient locale. Revisit California's Los Angeles water history.
 
Conservation is the first and best action.  The Southern Nevada Water Authority says it
can increase supply through enhanced conservation methods. Do it.
 
Good water is key to life. Short-term, pie-in-the-sky fixes can (probably will) destroy our
long-term future.
 
Sincerely,
 
JoAnn Durfee
1600 Dalton Drive
Eugene, OR 97404



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tom  G Andrews
336 Taylor Road
Lyons, CO 80540
 



(303) 823-6779



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Peter Morrison
1177  Honey Bear Way
Newport,, TN 37821



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Isabella Cooper
403 Holmes Ct., NW
Vienna, VA 22180



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Carroll
3750 Amaryllis Drive
San Diego, CA 92106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Chenoweth
2650 Arron Ct.
Kissimmee, FL 34744



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nolan Kappelman
2811 Stone Barn Terrace
Lawrence, KS 66047



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evelyn Haas
7832 Lister St.
Phila., PA 19152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie von Arnswaldt
16-1623 Moho Road
Kurtistown, HI 96760



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Nicholas
316 Haddonfield Dr.
Syracuse, NY 13214



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Kilgore
2072 N. Elder Ave.
Huachuca City, AZ 85616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Oscar Barocio
511 E. San Ysidro Blvd., Apt. 6115
SAN YSIDRO, CA 92173



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Retired George L Trigg
Retired
143 W. Franklin Ave., Apt.316
Pennington, NJ 08534



 
(609) 730-4209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patricia Newhall
368 Merry Hill Rd.
Barrington, NH 03825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Johnathan Hampton
1733 E Wildflower Ln
Casa Grande, AZ 85122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
gary dube
112 garner avenue
buffalo, NY 14213
 



7164356418



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sean wilcox
101 MONTGOMERY STE 1500
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104
 



415 948 2303



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you as a biologist concerned about the Great Basin and the plants and
animals found within it. I am amazed and appalled at the Southern Nevada Water
Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the
aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. If this plan goes ahead, an extremely large area of
over 192000 acres of shrub-land habitat would be destroyed. Indeed, pumping such a
large volume of water to southern Nevada would simply support unsustainable growth.
Furthermore  there are other viable means of meeting the water needs required, such as
increased conservation and smart growth management.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires you, as
the the state engineer, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be enormous. Not only would some species of desert fish
and springsnails  become extinct but widespread damage to other species would occur.
The species threatened by the proposed water transfer would include the imperiled greater
sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause, especially given the other
options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lou Baxter
12 Bundara St
Melbourne, ot 3068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Minkus
P.O. Box 748
Creswell, OR 97426
 



541-514-0388



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie  Parreira
1037 Catalpa Way
Petaluma, CA 94954



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Watts
16 Starks Place
Lynbrook, NY 11563
 



(516) 887-7599



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
daneen gore
po box 1022
Pinebluff, NC 28373
 



910-281-4557



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kim Carney
1400 Wyeth Street
Harrisburg, PA 17102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nate Hausman
2041 Paseo Dorado, Apt. #8
La Jolla, CA 92037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Quentin Reuer
3940 Checkmate Drive
Anchorage, AK 99508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy McClinton
834 CR 263
Gainesville, TX 76240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Meyer
PO Box 337
Amery , WI 54001
 



715 268-4743



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Max Strawn
209 HWY 138
Crestline, CA 92325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DENISE DOST
3460 HELEN STREET
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19134



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Ellard
2341 11th Ave. E.
Seattle, WA 98102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Veronica Barrio
4707 hickory Hollow
austin, TX 78731



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
terri ferriero
15346 floral club rd
delray beach, FL 33484



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jim Gayden
1620 NE 162nd Ave
Vancouver, WA 98684



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Anderson
16 Dandelion Dr.
Gansevoort, NY 12831



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike VanLandingham
6012 Larsen Ln.
Shawnee, KS 66203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Roberts-Moneir
12457 Crestwood Dr.
Gulfport, MS 39503
 



228-832-4019



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Miriam Sexton
18189 Willa Way
Ft Myers, FL 33917



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Lehr
2055 Seaview Avenue
del mar, CA 92014



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Vanderborg
3810 Verner Street
Columbia, SC 29204
 



(803) 738-2729



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. anne-Laure michelis
2312 las casitas dr
wellington, FL 33414



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fred M. M Reinman
540 3rd Court
Fox Island, WA 98333
 



(253) 549-4590



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ray Hartenstine
34 Humbert St.
North Providence, RI 02911



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A. Zamudio
PO Box 544
St. John, IN 46373



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessalynn Jones
2947 Grizzly Dr
Ashland, OR 97520



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susaan  Aram
1361 Terrace Way
Laguna Beach , CA 92651



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brunhild Seeger-diNovi
973 Sykesville Road
Williamstown, NJ 08094



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Keiko Martinez
9 Mayfair Drive
San Francisco, CA 94118
 



415-216-6403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Jones
7340 N. Ridge Blvd.
Chicago, IL 60645



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Young
226 Main St
Leominster, MA 01453
 



978-728-4023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Feder
6002 Wooddale Rd
E.Stroudsburg, PA 18302



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Margaret H Bish
519-22nd Ave. South
B'ham., AL 35205



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Clover Seely
425 North Main st apt 11
Bristol, CT 06010



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Hetrick
4411 SW 34th St. Apt. 801
Gainesville, FL 32608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth and George Blitz
1206 Grouse Dr
Redding, CA 96003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erica Warren
1763 McAllister St
San Francisco, CA 94115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A.B. Kovats
214 Garnet Dr
Stevensville, MT 59870



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Cook
4659 County Road 3416
Lone Oak, TX 75453
 



9034473453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ana lopes
Sesimbra
Sesimbra, ot 02970



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Samantha Seegull
2875 Emily Lane
Simi Valley, CA 93063



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Barnes
1546 10 Mile Road NE
Comstock Park, MI 49321-9525



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there. I feel appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to
pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when water needs can be met through increased conservation,
smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" does not occur in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should not be
considered.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcia Halligan
S 4001 River Road
Viroqua, WI 54665-8121
 



(608) 637-2079



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Gutierrez
2615-173rd st.
Hammond, IN 46323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jaime Virgili
4261 W. 120th Street  Apt. A
Apt. A
Hawthorne, CA 90250-3033





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aspen Amura
6250 Rosewood Dr #1503
North Richland Hills, TX 76107



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tirumala R Ranganath
363 Maclane Street
Palo Alto, CA 94306
 



(650) 856-7698



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Justin McCullough
Plaza Leonardo
Bonita, CA 91902



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Florentina Burlacu
Bucharest Romania
Bucharest, ot 70000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Pike
PO Box 2589
Cypress, TX 77410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Teller
457 Mt Auburn St #5
Cambridge, MA 02138



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
NICHOLAS SFOUGGATAKIS
880 MANDALAY AVE- APT C604
CLEARWATER BEACH, FL 33767



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christopher Gates
2001 Meridian Avenue, Unit 319
Miami Beach, FL 33139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Melissa Kelley
519 N Nevada Street Unit C
Oceanside, CA 92054



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Steven Barrett
2040 Gill Port Ln
Walnut Creek, CA 94598-1132



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maggie cleveland
1827 Encinal Ave apt C
Alameda , CA 94501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rikke dreesman
po box 1177
breckenridge, CO 80424



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
carolyn spigel
424 west end avenue
ny, NY 10024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen Warren
201 Montana Ave.  Apt. 135
Apt. 135
Las Cruces, NM 88005





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
bonita De Trinis
2412 Howardsville Tpke
Lyndhurst, VA 22952-2209



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Arci Jimenez
2126 s washtenaw
Chicago, IL 60608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott Swanson
Bickler Rd
Austin, TX 78704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Are you kidding me!!  We need to learn how to live in our planet in a sustainable way, not
use water like it did not matter to the survival of all. Growth management guys! Growth
management!  We are not meant to live in the desert like it was a place that gets 45 inches
of rainfall a year.  I live in such a water abundant area but watch my consumption like a
hawk and have rain gardens and rain barrels. I beg of you, use your head.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 



Sincerely,
 
Rose Bertrand
201 Division
Madison, WI 53704



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Brill
7 Lois Ct.
Ann Arbor, MI 48103



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Buzz Loker
P.O. Box 1211
Cloudcroft, NM 88317



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Georgia Shankel
1748 N. Albany Avenue
Chicago, IL 60647
 



330-546-0565



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marguery lee zucker
1966 Orchard St.
Eugene, OR 97403
 



541-465-9062



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Caldwell
600 Heights #28
Houston, TX 77007



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sharon schultz
818 lagoon court
stone mountain, GA 30083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bobby Macaux
169 Spencer Ave
East Greenwich, RI 02818
 



(401) 885-8439



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kurt Schwarz
9045 Dunloggin Ct.
Ellicott City, MD 21042
 



(410) 461-1643



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kate mccall
1867 regal ct
louisville, CO 80027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nick Lee
12 Indiana Trail
Hopatcong, NJ 07843



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
davide cosentino
via don pirotta
milano, ot 20100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mark Carroll
3750 Amaryllis Drive
San Diego, CA 92106



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Frary
467 Rockaway Rd.
Dover, NJ 07801



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
max calvillo
25415 hampton place
saugus, CA 81350



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elaine L Parker
285 Fairlawn Dr.
Berkeley, CA 94708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shawn Wright
1658 Johnnycake Ln
Harpers Ferry, WV 25425
 



3047288474



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Wolven
9497 Clocktower Lane
Columbia, MD 21046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suznne Artemieff
19 Craggs Road
Harvard, MA 01451



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel Meza
P.O. Box 210144
Apt.401
San Francisco, CA 94121





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
anne ramsey
12340 seal beach blvd, b365
seal beach, CA 90740



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Shively
4722 E. Bell Road, #1133
Phoenix, AZ 85032
 



9283048466



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MIKE HLAT
11 SAND STREET
BUFFALO, NY 14218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gary Schlemmer
3434 Royal Oak Dr
Titusville, FL 32780



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Wreford
257 Buttermere Way
Newport, ot NP19 7BN



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Don Perley
21 Ferris Drive
Old Greenwich, CT 06870
 



2038709312



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
     Please consider your responsibility to the whole of the area.  Water is the source of life,
and its vulnerability as a resource is only beginning to become clear to us.  To interfere
with water's natural movement or containment due to dire circumstances is questionable at
best; to be greedy or careless with it is to court disaster.
 
Sincerely,



 
Ellen O'Connor
64 Oak
Riverside, RI 02915



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Deborah Long
179 Shamrock Ct.
Newbury Park, CA 91320



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lydia Whitney
8107 Hampton Valley Rd
Emmitsburg, MD 21727



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ben kraus
234 Colchester Drive
Versailles, KY 40383



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Craig Cramer
1613 55th Street South
Gulfport, FL 33707



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Agranoff
3449 79th St. #41
Jackson Heights, NY 11372
 



718-672-3550



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
janine ivory
11301 neelsville church rd
germantown, MD 20876
 



(301) 972-6503



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Bernstein
339 Lakeside Place
Highland Park, IL 60035
 



(847) 433-4529



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Torchia
16234 NE 2nd St
Bellevue, WA 98008



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jeffrey Simon
889 SPRINGFIELD AVE
NEW PROVIDENCE, NJ 07974-2440



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
We must do more to protect our environment and our dwindling open spaces.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andrea Haresign
12 Windflower Court



Mount Laurel, NJ 08054-5723
 
856-235-3449



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shawn Tays
256 School Street
Manchester, CT 06040



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Reed
275  Blueberry Hill Rd
Lancing, TN 37770



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen Kirschling
633 Oak Street
San Francisco, CA 94117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Scott M Smith
330 Acoma Street
Denver, CO 80223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Rabichow
435 N Oak Park Ave. #1
Oak Park, IL 60302-2122
 



708-383-1756



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
PS Las Vegas and the folks in southern NV need to live with the water and water rights
they have already appropriated.  Allowing this water theft is WRONG and only encourages
the applicants in their waste of percious "liquid gold." 
 



April Smith
804 Celilo
Flagstaff, AZ 86001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Mullane
4084 Redwwod Ave. #4
Los Angeles, CA 90066



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Butler
445 East 86th StApt 7H
New York, NY 10028-6445



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Romans
1301 N Western Avenue
Lake Forest, IL 60045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James M Tdd
157 Water St
Randolph, ME 04346-5101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Becky & Greg Dail
1239 Royal Ave
Louisville, KY 40204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary grimaldo
Park forest
Garland, TX 75042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth OHara
501 Gibson Dr
Roseville, CA 95678



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Masser
9848 Montague Street
Tampa, FL 33626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Judith Maron-Friend
8725 NE Broadway Street
PORTLAND, OR 97220
 



503-288-8369



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katrina Child
1073 Treat Ave.
San Francisco, CA 94110
 



(415) 824-8858



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rick McAlister
19 Ravenwood Avenue
Rochester, NY 14619



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Eileen Hampton
1733 E Wildflower Ln
Casa Grande, AZ 85122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Broderick
203 Fair Oak St
Little Valley, NY 14755



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Zander
317 Walnut St
Reading, OH 45215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzanne Westgaard
5978 Scotswood Ct
Boulder, CO 80301-3154
 



(303) 530-9059



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Green
3828 NW 17th
Oklahoma City, OK 73107
 



405-205-9869



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Aymami
8555 Fairmont Dr
Denver, CO 80247



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Cheryl Lewis
1390 Market St.  #2301
San Francisco, CA 94102
 



(415) 252-0997



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
June Larson
5229 Spring Gln
York, SC 29745



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martha White
3950 N. Lake Sh. Dr., #1203
Chicago, IL 60613



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Cassianna
1636 Maple st.
Myrtle Point, OR 97458
 



541-572-0437



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Holly Happenstance
9401 SW 4th Ave
Portland, OR 97219



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nicole Rouen
2622 Marleigh Farm Rd NW
Kennesaw, GA 30152



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
douglas robinson
401 riverview rd.
swarthmore, PA 19081-1222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
THIELLEY Patrick
BP  993
Besançon, ot 25000



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ananda Osterhaus
PO Box 10645
Portland, OR 97296



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sylvia Barnard
84 Willett  St
Albany, NY 12210-1038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Chamberlain
20 Trillium Ln
San Carlos, CA 94070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Chamberlain
20 Trillium Ln
San Carlos, CA 94070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely, DWAYNE E. KING
 
DWAYNE KING
16 POPLAR
AURORA, ON L4G 3L3
 



(905) 841-3429



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Leeson
111 NE Graham St.
Portland, OR 97212
 



3216287867



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ray Chesnick, Ph.D.
2015 West 20th Street
Cleveland, OH 44113-3508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Leonard Chandler
732 Jasper St
San Jose, CA 95116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jessica Masser
9848 Montague Street
Tampa, FL 33626



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Viktoria R. Medicine Elk
92 W. Ida Avenue, #4
Littleton, CO 80120-2429



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ruth mckenney
706 so. mccann ave.
Springfield, MO 65804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Evilsizer
20529 Brookstone
Cleveland, OH 44130



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
We've vacationed in the Great Basin area for many years.  Keep it a vacation destination.
Don't send the water to Las Vegas.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Hanson



 
Nancy Hanson
135 Westmoor Court
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-2438



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
As an environmental biologist , I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great
Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern
Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually
from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to
southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting
the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth management and
desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy Detmers
13488 Shelter Dr
Rapid City, SD 57702





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Wilson
7220 Explorer Trail
Nashville, TN 37221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christina Heffner
17 Mangham Ct
Peralta, NM 87042



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Val DeGrace
5 Park Ridge
Tupper Lake, NY 12986
 



5183320798



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nikki  Smith
3225 Freddie
Ft Worth, TX 76119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Joan Kyler
728 S. 2nd Street
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19147



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Kidder
28n, 150w
Ivins, UT 84738



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
It would make more sense to limit the amount of water used per household and business.
Too ush water is totally wasted.  Green lawns should be illegal.  There's already enough
water if it's used judiciously.
 
Sincerely,
 



Ms. sheryl nims
131 Linder Lane
Kamiah, ID 83536
 
208-935-0578



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Leavitt
12102 4th Ave W
Everett, WA 98204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nancy tatum
11333 timberlake lane
fishers, IN 46038



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
fr5ancisca p P irwin
1421 whallons bay road
essex, NY 12936
 



(518) 963-7120



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Polly OMalley
1311 Federal Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90025-3916
 



(310) 709-3071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aleke Schucking
29 Washington Square West 15b
New York, NY 10011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Norma Farnsworth
PO Box 137
Johnson, VT 05656



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Pregent
6 morse rd
Lebanone, NH 03766



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Copping
25350 US 19 North Apt 140
Clearwater, FL 33763-2116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ilene Kazak
3956 Harold
Detroit, MI 48212-3111



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Helen White
48 Waterloo Rd
Leighton Buzzard, ot LU7 2NS



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michael Rivard
PO Box 300185
Jamaica Plain, MA 02130
 



617-522-6026



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Noëlle MARTIN
12 Impasse des Topazes
Saint Herblain, ot 44800



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julie Plarr
3295 Brookfield Lane
Hamburg, NY 14075



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephen Perlman
POB 117
Greenview, CA 96037



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Dear Mr. King,
 
I am appalled by the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57
billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. This is
outrageous; there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth, and desalination.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), requires the state engineer
to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the proposed
transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
The water authority's request is clearly not environmentally sound, given the catastrophic
and irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction.  This is
well documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact
statement" for the pipeline proposal.
 
It shows that water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great
Basin shrubland habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and
annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand
acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial
streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering.  Some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the basis of the entire natural heritage of the Great Basin in
eastern Nevada and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications
based on the severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other
options available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be
completely and permanently off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janine Perlman
14817 Willy Ln.
Alexander, AR 72002
 



5018475581



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
HERBY MARTIN
P O BOX 1495
BOULDER, CO 80306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Dave Seqaborg
188 Pomar Way
Walnut Creek, CA 94598
 



(925) 938-9206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Patrizio Paratelli
3841 Mentone Ave., apt. 34
Culver City, CA 90232



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bill Kellner
110 Taylor Pl
Ithaca, NY 14850-3133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
No amount of swimming pools, rain head shower nozzles, and green lawns in the desert
can replace the wilderness ecosystem you will destroy with this plan. Tell the casinos to
start having sand fountain displays on sweltering summer nights and leave the wildlife to
die of the pollution and other destruction... at least it buys them a bit more time.
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Magan Weid
8313 Wildmint Dr
Lake Isabella, CA 93240



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandy Lynch
6425 clover blossom ln ne
Bremerton, WA 98311
 



360-930-1996



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
M C Kubiak
43 White pl
BMI, IL 61701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leslie Feuille
1831 California St., NW Apt. 22
Apt. 22
Washington, DC 20009-1830





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mike Andrews
Archaeologist
337 Clear Spring Avenue
Durango, CO 81301



 
970-247-2379



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachael Patterson
1305 N Plymouth Apt B
Dallas, TX 75208



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine M. Jones
100 Dreiser Loop, apt. 3H
Bronx, NY 10475-2660
 



347-331-5864



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Terry Keil
112 Wells Avenue
Glen Burnie, MD 21061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table. Your support is absolutely vital.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cort  Brumfield
9002 N. E. Webster St.
Portland , OR 97220



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marsha Kimball
2456 Wickstrom Pl SW
Seatt;e, WA 98116



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Ray elosua
POB 20577
Albq., NM 87154



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nurse Kelley Babcock
Nurse
511 Curtiss st
Sourhington, CT 06489



 
203-592-0086



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from the aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if you find that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
This is not an environmentally sound proposal. Water tables would drop by 200 feet;
192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland habitats would be dried, destroyed and
converted to dryland grasses and annuals, supporting invasive species like cheatgrass
and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of wetlands would be destroyed along with 310
springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the severe, environmentally
unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options available to the authority for
meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Snitkin
POB 2565
CAVE JUNCTION, OR 97523



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Isabel Cohen
1518 S. 32 Avenue
Omaha, NE 68105
 



(402) 345-5387



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rob kappa
12143 se 38th. ave.
Milwaukie, OR 97222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rich Yates
52435 sw jobin lane
scappoose, OR 97056



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Hanckel
2890 Dartmouth ave
Boulder, CO 80305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
 William C. Johnson
18529 26th Ave NE
Lake Forest Park, WA 98155
 



206-547-5671



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Miles
N8783 Business Hwy. 13
Westboro, WI 54490



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gladys Bryer
550 Sheridan Square
Evanston, IL 60202-3100



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Rippner
6 Spinnaker Way
Chico, CA 95926



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thomas Moore
4243 N. Delhi Rd.
Ann Arbor, MI 48103-9485



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alan Lambert
101 First
Los Altos, CA 94022



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Fehr
50 Ashford lane
Sharpsburg, GA 30277



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cathleen Samiec
6009 Decker Rd.
N. Olmsted, OH 44070



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Crystal Leaman
17723 Old BB
Holt, MO 64048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
alison merkel
5 meadowlark lane
oak park, CA 91377



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Andres Guardiola
11915 Stonehollow Dr
Austin, TX 78758



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis  Machicado
1903 Storm Dr
Falls Church, VA 22043



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice  Metzger
40602 Trinity Ter
Antioch, IL 60002
 



847-395-6403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
shirley janus
363 kuikahi dr
wailuku, HI 96793



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michaelene Manion
1422 Flower Avenue
Port Orchard, WA 98366-3752
 



360-874-1697



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Tom F Beatini
22 Wierimus Road
Hillsdale, NJ 07642
 



(201) 722-9304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lou Hanks
3958 Fauquier Ave.
Richmond, VA 23227



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Greg Miller
5668 Monches Road
Colgate, WI 53017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Barwick Sr
10 Haven Drive
Granby, CT 06035



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Amy clarke
charles st
Napier , ot 4110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frank Vaydik
7320 Shattuck
Saginaw, MI 48603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Renee Nester
745 Colhoun Street
Christiansburg, VA 24073
 



5403923988



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Sepulveda
11404  Warwick Pointe Dr  Apt 103
Brandon, FL 33511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Josephine Polifroni
149 Midland Way
Danville, CA 94526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
DEBORAH DELANO
8691 Aqua Lane
YPSILANTI, MI 48197



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Herbert Gross
287 Frontenac Place
Worthington, OH 43085



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
theresa vitorelo
75 atherton oaks drive
novato, CA 94945



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
janet bernson
5530 allott avenue
sherman oaks, CA 91401-5221



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Pelletier
8033 Saloma Ave,
Van Nuys, CA 91402-5619
 



818 988-6182



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Stephanie Millet
819 East Laurel Avenue
Hattiesburg, MS 39401
 



(601) 447-0616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
maureen love
19 middle rd
amesbury, MA 01913



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bryan Duncan
8404 Cowan Ave.
Bowie, MD 20720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rosemary Griffith
245 Lumahai Place
Honolulu, HI 96825
 



808 265-9577



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paloma Ibanez
610 R St NW
Washington, DC 20001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marcy Gefter
409 Hayfield Lane
Wayland, MA 01778



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Heidi Krause
1501 Adams Ave.
Evansville, IN 47714



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlotte  Vardan
1345 Carmel Ct
Broomfield , CO 80020



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ray Rooney
10507 SW 85th Place
Gainesville, FL 32608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter O'Hara
2467 Rt. 10 apt. 25-3A
Morris Plains, NJ 07950-1344
 



9738989874



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carole VaJames
52 Pond View Road
Bethlehem, NH 03574



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shandra Bell
13524 Youngwood Turn
Bowie, MD 20715



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Jackson
180 Hemlock Way
Smyrna, DE 19977



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. James Jeffrey
2508 Lower Greens Pl.
Virginia Beach, VA 23456



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Onofrio
60 Zoa Avenue
Johnson City, NY 13790-1637



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
Once again, the American southwest wants to create unsustainable golf courses in the
desert at expense of water needed for basic living in other areas. They've already turned
the Colorado from a raging river into a trickle. Now Las Vegas wants the Great Basin's
water too? NO!
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,



 
Catharine White
5001 Golf Road
Skokie, IL 60077-1203



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Perry
101 Florida Rd.
Dyess AFB, TX 79607



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dorothy Hynous
101 Summit Ave., #211
Park Ridge, IL 60068



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ted Cheeseman
20800 Kittridge Rd
Saratoga, CA 95070
 



408 7415330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lydia Peter
3130 Huntington Road
Cleveland, OH 44120-2410
 



(216) 844-8260



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brian Jensen
279 devoe street
brooklyn, NY 11211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ruth Wilburn
Oak  Tree Blvd
Christiansburg, VA 24073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jacqueline LaBelle
35 Clark St Apt 1
New Haven, CT 06511



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Hamel
180 Trinity Loop
Butte, MT 59701



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Danielle Adams
1276 N. E. Ocean View Circle
Jensen Beach, FL 34957



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table. I agree with the Center for Biological Diversity on this issue and support their efforts
to protect wildlife.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raymond Litzsinger
1159 Gross Avenue
Green Bay, WI 54304





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Desiree Banzhaf
114 Anita St.
Santa Cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura Cox
2366 Pittman Rd
Wasilla, AK 99654



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
janet paisley
1435 Gentry Lane
charlottesville, VA 22903



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kirby Hammel
1230 Lawrence St
El Cerrito, CA 94530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Goodness
8450 Autumn Leaf Court, Apt. D
#613
Indianapolis, IN 46268-3636





Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexander Gaya
1550 Dana Avenue
Palo Alto, CA 94303
 



(650) 322-7725



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sandra Stocke
5134 Dacite Ct
Sparks, NV 89436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care about the plants and animals that live in the Great
Basin, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and
export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada.
Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when
there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart
growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would dry out, be destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals, and
be invaded by cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of wetlands would
be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and spring
snails would go extinct. Other species, such as the imperiled greater sage grouse,
southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog, pronghorn and elk would also be
harmed.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
N. Sukumar
14 Wilde Dr.
Troy, NY 12180
 



(518) 274-2968



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laurie Malek
600 Butternut
Royal Oak, MI 48073
 



2485888749



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Huston
4102 41st Ave SW
Seattle, WA 98116
 



206-937-5717



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erin Scheurer
26930 Edgewood Rd
Shorewood, MN 55331



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Corinne Lambden
1729 Chapin Street
Alameda, CA 94501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. nancy carrasco
95 horizon view drive
farmingville, NY 11738



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lawrence Tetenbaum
38 Summit Ct
Plainview, NY 11803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judith Mandel
141 Green Bay Rd
Wilmette, IL 60091



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Kathleen Duffus
264 Wildsong Rd.
Bellvue, CO 80512
 



(970) 224-4104



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Boyce Sherwin
3730 Damon Rd.
Erieville, NY 13061
 



315-466-6282



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward Kwiatkowski
67 Bullard Road
Weston, MA 02493



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Anne anderson
10 Shirley Avenue
Kingston, MA 02364



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Diana Parmeter
5923 Lemon Ave
Long Beach, CA 90805



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Catherine Braue
1808 Susquehanna Hall Rd
Whiteford, MD 21160



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Guidugli
604 Poplar St.
Bellevue, KY 41073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Joe Moye
4522 Moore Cir #C3
Tallahassee, FL 32304
 



850.574.8151



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Take a look at what they did in Texas. When they drained one of the lakes in that state
they found burial sites for too many people. YOU need to stop trying to destroy what we
have left of natural beauty!
Sincerely,
 
Dee Hudson



1424 148th AVE. S.E. B-3
Bellevue, WA 98007
 
425-232-6693



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Baumann
312 W 5th St.
Los Angeles, CA 90013



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
brandy woods
1065 Co Rd 23
Florence, AL 35633



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christian Hernandez
13622 NW 9 LN
MIAMI, FL 33182
 



3058156858



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Beatrice Kozak
142 East 27th STreet
New York, NY 10016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. Walter Kleine
3267 Hollis St. #14
Oakland, CA 94608



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Loretta Fisher
233 Metropolitan Ave
Roslindale, MA 02131



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tina Jaime
3746 Heppner Lane
San Jose, CA 95136-1505
 



408-269-2431



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph Glaeser
8040 Henderson Court
Alpharetta, GA 30004-3870



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Kommerstad-Reiche
358 Woodley Road
Montecito, CA 93108



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Savage
18795 Caminito Cantilena #204
San Diego, CA 92128



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
William Lessard
150 West End Ave
New York, NY 10023



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
D Read
115 Deland Ave
Cape May, NJ 08204



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Laura O'Neal
PO Box 595
Fayetteville, WV 25840



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barbara Kunz
P.O. Box 21687
Carson City, NV 89721



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Billmaier
22322 NE 157 St
Woodinville, WA 98077-7459
 



425-788-1530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Daker
13 Forest Glen Dr.
Bellevile, IL 62223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kenneth Weidner
1475 University Ave
Berkeley, CA 94702
 



5103382170



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Entenman
8028 SE 80th Pl
Portland, OR 97206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
suzanne smith
cypress st
rochester, NY 14620-2301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Myron McVeigh
909 Blondeau St
Keokuk, IA 52732



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
karen steele
2150 temple circle
eureka, CA 95503
 



707-442-0703



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dennis Lee Cleven
312 South Ingersoll Street
Madison, WI 53703
 



608-294-0410



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Tara Souther
1218 E. 52nd St.
Odessa, TX 79762



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MSGT(Retired) Michael Pound
12101 East 58th Terrace
Kansas City, MO 64133



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I HAVE VACATIONED IN THIS AREA.  IT IS A RARE AND PRECIOUS HABITAT THAT
MUST BE PRESERVED.  I HAVE ALSO VISITED LAS VAGAS.  WHILE I ADMIT THE
WATER DISPLAYS ARE BEAUTIFUL, AND THAT THEY RECYCLE THE WATER WITH
PUMPS, NONETHELESS, IN THAT DRY ATMOSPHERE  THE EVAPORATION MUST
BE GREAT.  THIS MIGHT BE A PLACE TO BEGIN CONSERVATION OF EXISTING
WATER SUPPLIES.  OPTIONS WOULD RANGE FROM SHUTTING THEM  DOWN AND
PLANTING DROUGHT RESISTANT GARDENS WHICH CAN BE BEAUTIFUL, TO
REDUCING THE FREQUENCY TO ONLY A FEW HOURS PER DAY, AND NOT AT ALL
ON HOT AND  WINDY DAYS.   NEW WATER DISPLAYS SHOULD BE BANNED.
WATER IS A LIFE GIVING AND SAVING COMMODITY AND WHERE IT IS SCARCE,
SHOULD NOT BE A MEANS OF PASSIVE ENTERTAINMENT. AS AN ENGINEER I AM
SURE YOU CAN COME UP WITH EVEN BETTER IDEAS.
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.



 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Richard Placone
601 Chimalus Drive
Palo Alto, CA 94306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kimberly woodward
1929 e. auburn dr.
Tempe, AZ 85283



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Mona Sophie N.S. Kling
speech language pathologist
157 Chestnut Crossing Drive
Newark, DE 19713



 
(302) 533 7122



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ava Butler
627 S 9th Ave
Tucson, AZ 85701
 



520.404.9470



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert  Cenni
11394 Auburn rd
Munson , OH 44024



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jack Marden
517 Laurent St
Santa Cruz, CA 95060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie McDonough
35437 Heiskell Drive
Raymond, CA 93653



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john carr
P.O. Box 740
Palo Cedro, CA 96073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. For what it's worth, why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to
support unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs
through increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.  As far away as I am from the great American West, we are still citizens here in my
part of the country, so this is our responsibility, too.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Nolan
63 Harvard Street
Newton, MA 02460-2004



 
(857)-277-2094



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jennifer Rausch
2360 Carter Road
Dubuque, IA 52001



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marisa  reple
joao domingos bomtempo 80
sao paulo, ot 05710060
 



1186557157



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Betty Brooks
1811 Laurelwood Drive
Hailey, ID 83333
 



2083090237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Director John Cannon
1447 Stoney Bottom Rd
Front Royal, VA 22630
 



540-631-9025



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Aleksandra Cieslak
Anastazew
Anastazew, ot 95045



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Connie Reich
14247 Bronte Drive South
Shelby Township, MI 48315



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Martin Fitzgerald
8455 WEST SAHARA AVE Apt. 183
Las Vegas, NV 89117



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah McLean
PO Box 1178
Sedona, AZ 86336



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Cecilia Nakamura
813 Dobbin Ct.
Hebron, KY 41048



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
vercknocke pascal
9 rue des tilleuls
bagnols sur ceze, ot 30200



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Anita Newman
14950 Gulf Blvd  Apt 1108
Madeira Beach, FL 33708



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Karen E Ray
4170 Conner Court
SAN DIEGO, CA 92117-4301



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve piku
po box 1156
springfield, VA 22060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john Moss
2223 24th Street
Santa Monica, CA 90405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Frieda Stahl
842 E. Villa St.
Pasadena, CA 91101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
peggy malloy
7 ivanhoe lane
andover, MA 01810



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kira McCall
1085 San Adriano St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405
 



805-540-0855



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Office Manager Cristy Murray
Office Manager
17980 S. Redland Rd.
Oregon City, OR 97045-8705



 
(503) 518-8187



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Drew Roenneburg
905 Birch Haven Circle
Monona, WI 53716
 



6085588682



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sandy rader
467 ferry road
fredericksburg, VA 22405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Pat Sanchez
3 High Peak
Littleborough, NU OL150LQ



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynne Kastner
20353 Saticoy St., apt. 10
Winnetka, CA 91306



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Will Swank
270 Gin Rd
Easley, SC 29640



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bret Boyer
506 W. Mt Airy Ave.
Philadelphia, PA 19119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Judy Turner
992 County Road 309
Eureka Springs, AR 72632
 



479-253-5865



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Shamus Nicholson
716 County Rt. 41
Mexico, NY 13114



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Linda  Corbin
3303 River Rd
Laurel, MT 59044



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brenda Lee
21 Reed Street
Edison, NJ 08817



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lisa Fues
9a W Caton Ave
Alexandria, VA 22301-1519
 



7036845395



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Ellen Smith
360 West 15 Street Apt. 103, Apt. 103
New York, NY 10011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and animals that live there, and am
appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request to pump and export 57 billion
gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and eastern Nevada. Why would we
pump our water to southern Nevada to support unsustainable growth when there are
viable means of meeting the water needs through increased conservation, smart growth
management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alice Hall
1257 NW Van Buren
Corvallis, OR 97330



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marilyn closterman
1080 SW Mt Pilchuck Place
Issaquah, WA 98027



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Julie Gervais
634 Albany
Ferndale, MI 48220-3332
 



248-582-0814



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
You are going to extract all of your water to water golf courses and fill swimming pools in
Las Vegas??? Have you totally lost it???? Does common sense ring a bell???
 
Sincerely,
 
weslie phillips



738 chimney creek dr
golden, CO 80401-5706



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
A MONTGOMERY
4763 NOTTINGHAM DR
FT MYERS, FL 33905
 



2396894233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mr. michael rader
467 ferry road
fredericksburg, VA 22405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms.  janet  curtis
7680 rhinestone cir
reno, NV 89511
 



775 722-1934



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
SNWA Water Rights Applications threaten life in the Great Basin in eastern Nevada and
western Utah. Deny the authority's water-right applications because of the severe,
environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. Other options are available to the
authority to meet reasonable water demands. Take the Great Basin off their water greedy
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Legry
5712 SE Washington Street
Portland, OR 97215



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Brown
20 Oaks Avenue
Worcester Park, ot KT4 8XD



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
L. Yaco
800 McAllister
San Francisco, CA 94102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mary Sebek
331 N. 78th  St.
Seattle, WA 98103-4617



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Gloria Korhonen
3345 Military   #224
Port Huron, MI 48060



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donald Wallace
8819 S Murphy Gulch Rd
Littleton, CO 80127



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gloria Perry
304 South Loafer View Drive
Payson, UT 84651-8571



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
efuan simms
350 e. 118th st.
Los Angeles, CA 90061



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sarah Astorga
3119 se 43rd ave
Portland, OR 97206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Taylor
1353 South Ohio St.
Porterville, CA 93257



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kirk Kamoss
705 renner ave.
Melbourne, FL 32935



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charlotte Poindexter
1450 Idlewild Dr.
Reno, NV 89509



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Siegel
400 Park Avenue
Highland Park, IL 60035-2629
 



847-432-7437



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Thai Tran
2929 West 31st.
Brooklyn, NY 11224



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peter Tafuri
Box 285
Fleetville, PA 18420
 



570 045-9338



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sonny lester
4 jefferson street
fredericksburg, VA 22405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Maria Martinez
15880 SW 80 Lane
Miami, FL 33193
 



305-387-2115



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
patrice kyle
10153 Weber St.
Grass Valley, CA 95945
 



5304775323



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Larry Meier
11721 Landrum Rd
Sante Fe, TX 77510



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Denise Brennan
2692 Patrick Henry, Apt. 101
Auburn Hills, MI 48326-2242



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claire Kelly
103 Hooper Court
Oak Ridge, TN 37830
 



865-256-3146



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brooke Collins
316 Orchard St,
Gillett, WI 54124



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. jan salas
28  fern rd
kentfield, CA 94904



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janice Bruce
3031 N. Henderson Rd.
Davison, MI 48423-8113



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
marilyn gray
#4 jefferson street
fredericksburg, VA 22405



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nancy Borg
P O Box 1225
Stowe, VT 05672



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JUDITH HARTMAN
20897 MOOREPARK RD
THREE RIVERS, MI 49093



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
David Snope
31 School St.
Califon, NJ 07830
 



908.975.9759



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Goldin
141 Beebe Pond Road
Canaan, NY 12029



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susan kalan
293 East Main St
Orange, VA 22960



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate Voorheis
1105 Virginia Avenue
Palm Harbor, FL 34683
 



7278085237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anthony Martin
917 Grayland St Apt A
Greensboro, NC 27408-2119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
JAMES RATHBUN
5228 DOE AVE
LAS VEGAS, NV 89146



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nathan Hetrick
10021 Ray Road
Gaines, MI 48436



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jerry Golden
307 S. Sherman St.
Clinton, IL 61727
 



(217) 935-0304



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jocelyn Henry
30 Fieldstone Dr
HARTSDALE, NY 10530



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Toni Blackburn
3244 Johnson Fork Road
West Harrison, IN 47060-9622
 



812-637-2400



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
The Great Basin is far more important that the ultimate greed of the power mongers in the
SNWA!
 
Sincerely,
 
Marliese Bonk



1335 Commercial Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15218



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Shannon A Minor
115 12th Avenue NE
ST. PETERSBURG, FL 33701
 



(727) 822-2526



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. jon spar
1408 lobo ct ne
albq, NM 87196
 



(505) 232-9616



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rebecca Sundberg
830 Gleason Lane
Langley, WA 98260
 



360-221-8206



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathryn H
15 Stuyvesant Oval
NYC, NY 10009



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
matt schuman
277northwood dr.
buffalo, NY 14223



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris McCluskey
809 N 19th St
Portland, CA 95112



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Raymond Ziarno
1615 James St.
Lansing, MI 48906
 



(517) 482-5222



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Emerson
P.O. Box 991
Groton, MA 01450



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
amber hayes
8125 lawyers road
spotsylvania, VA 22552



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ghazale Jamsheed
145 Parsons Street
Brighton, MA 02135



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Fred Leonard
1542 Southview Drive
Prescott, AZ 86305



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Erika Boka
Po Box 999
King George, VA 22485
 



(717) 275-4175



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joseph  T Walker
1904 Avon St.
Los Angeles, CA 90026
 



(323) 668-1102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jesse Krempasky
RR 2 Box 2170 D
Factoryville, PA 18419



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Owens
134 4th Street
Hamden, CT 06514



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Julia Liu
63 River St.
Cambridge, MA 02139



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
aida berzins
26 s. pennock ave
upper darby, PA 19i082



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Young
Box 1020
Union Bridge, MD 21791
 



410-775-2408



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Saunders
47950 NW Dingheiser Rd
Manning, OR 97125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Caitlin Ackerman
20 Village Drive
Barnegat, NJ 08005
 



6096601440



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Irene Del Villar
40 Lupton Lane
Haledon, NJ 07508



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Abi Morrison
20 Mill St.
Rockland, ME 04841
 



(207) 594-7372



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Gumlock
109 Berks Street
Easton, PA 18045
 



610-258-4896



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Mitchell Gershten MD
15426 FIre Mtn
Paonia, CO 81428



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Sandra Plummer
1850 Watterson Rd
Red Rock, TX 78662



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joshua Stein
150 Downey St.
San Francisco, CA 94117
 



(415) 664-9833



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Barry Greenstein
PO Box 1411
Toms River, NJ 08754



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Bob Shippee
13000 Trinity Ct
Richmond, VA 23233



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
MARGARET Laske
114 Aylesboro Lane
Pittsburgh, PA 15217



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Walter Bost
10040 Meritage Court
Sun Valley, CA 91352
 



(818) 640-6539



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. kristi dunn
319 lancelot dr
Clemson, SC 29631
 



904.318.9446



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Peggy A A Tagesen
534 Greenwood Drive
La Place, LA 70068
 



(504) 491-2553



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Claudia Craig
4731 NE Shaver Street
Portland, OR 97213



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Chris Lubicz-Nawrocki
113 Stults Road
Belmont, MA 02478-3430



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kasia Szymczak-Stark
3413 Clarence Ave
Berwyn, IL 60402
 



708-539-4502



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Anne Marie Baione
65 Hartmann Avenue
Garfield, NJ 07026
 



9734606495



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
john koch
684 rough and eady rd.
san jose, CA 95133
 



408-272-9372



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Armando Oalde
380 Bayou Cr.
Freeport, FL 32439
 



850 835 1786



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
christopher root
918 1/2  palms blvd.
venice , CA 90291



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rachel Bormann
2201 S. University Parks Dr.
Apt 4303
Waco, TX 76706



 
314-368-5385



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Janice Higgins
66 Chmura Road
Hadley, MA 01035
 



(413) 545-6868



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sidney ramsden scott
p.o.box 3963
carmel, CA 93921



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
sidney ramsden scott
p.o.box 3963
carmel, CA 93921



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ariane Delafosse
119 west oak st
basking ridge, NJ 07920



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kate King
Woodlands Dr.
Smyrna, GA 30080



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Katlin Harwood
218 Williams West Circle Dr.
East Lansing, MI 48825



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request as such, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Victoria  Sadaka
108 east 4th street
NYC , NY 10003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kimberly Jarvis
1265 Johns Circle
Merritt Island, FL 32952
 



(321) 453-0895



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
danny cole
mamo
hilo, HI 96720



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Pritchard
40 Malden Avenue
Lynbrook, NY 11563



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Arnold
PO Box 1672
Manchester, NH 03105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. elizabeth johansen
2741 harcourt ave
los angeles, CA 90016



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
lee hunt
1597 CR 101
Carthage, TX 75633



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Cadoret
640 28th Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94121



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Daniel Tiarks
816 N. Hayworth Avenue  #1
Los Angeles, CA 90046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Susan Christie
PO Box 3218
T or C, NM 87901



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lorraine Castro
7913 Calle Torcido
Bakersfield, CA 93309-7125



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Marie Abbott
131 North Pond Road
Chester, NH 03036



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Loree Cygrymus
923 Monastery View
Bethel Park, PA 15102



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jean Cooney
4916 Woodbrook Drive
New Bern, NC 28562/9083



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James Steelman
9362 Nautilus Drive
Huntington Beach, CA 92646



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Simone Butler
1974 Titus St.
San Diego, CA 92110



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
kyle courtney
821 main
Norwalk, IA 50211



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathleen Martin
7064 Hickory Branch Circle
Orlando, FL 32818
 



407-290-9721



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alexis Laine
P.O. Box 80343
Portland, OR 97280



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
LARRY MCCOWAN
38580 detroit rd
Avon, OH 44011



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
susan L biggs
402 e van buren st
columbia city, IN 46725-2224
 



(260) 229-0893



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Janet Mc Entee
5550 Oak Park Ln. #300
Oak Park, CA 91377-5418



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
donna crane
montague rr#4
montague, PE c0a-1r0
 



902-838-4105



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nina mceachern
113 W. G St. 3143
San Diego, CA 92101



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
James L Woods
PO Box 1837
Penn Valley, CA 95946
 



(530) 432-1969



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Charles Trinka
15096 Summit Pl. Cir.
Naples, FL 34119



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jayson Luu
10455 62nd Ave S.
Seattle, WA 98178-2340



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
John Gourlie
69 Boston St.
Guilford, CT 06437-2802



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jonah Liebert
1807 Chestnut St
Berkeley, CA 94702
 



(510) 527-8237



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paula Zerzan
16912 Falcon Lane
Sonoma, CA 95476-7250



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Robert Riddle
3s114 Timber Dr
Warrenville, IL 60555



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Theresa Titone
16 E 4th St
Cortez, CO 81321



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Donna M. Jitchotvisut
1501 West Belmont Avenue, #408
Chicago, IL 60657



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Zarek
120 Carriage Way
Wilmington, DE 19803



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gene Plank
3433 Anderson Ave
Klamath Falls, OR 97603



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Wendy Fox
11248 Chestnut Grove Sq #250
Reston, VA 20190



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Stewmon
645 Scenic Dr
Lewisburg, TN 37091



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Michelle Lane
10706 Westcatle Pl Apt T2
Cockeysville, MD 21030



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pumpwater to southern Nevada to support unsustainable
growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through increased
conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Jan Sodt
1102 30th Street NE
Auburn, WA 98002
 



253-939-9728



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. Chris Sanders
838 Portola Road
Portola Valley, CA 94028
 



650-851-9453



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ellen Levine
P.O. Box 2278
Castro Valley, CA 94546
 



(510) 581-7470



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joe Roy
One Rahway Road
Burlington, MA 01803-2009
 



999-999-9999



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve oakes
7540 oak st
kansas city, MO 64114
 



913-788-7073



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Evelyn McMullen
549 Forest Ridge Ct.
Montgomery, AL 36109



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lynn Kelly
72 East Seventh Street
New York, NY 10003



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Alicia Harkins
Echodale
Baltimore, MD 21214-2202



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Suzette Lemrow
638 Bua Drive
Temple Terrace, FL 33617



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
rachel steevens
813 maple
sault sainte marie, MI 49783



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
 michael cochran
177 N. Church Av.#315
Tucson, AZ 85701
 



520-6287777



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Joel Kay
10707 SE Stanley Ave
Milwaukie, OR 97222-4362



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Mrs. Nancy Dick
2602 Beach Head Court
Richmond, CA 94804



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Paul Black
19C Tamarac Drive
Greenville, RI 02828



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Silia Calcavecchia
Via Giacomo Leopardi 10
San Giovanni Lupatoto, ot 37057



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Matt Otto
3773 Memorial Pkwy
Kennesaw, GA 30152
 



(770) 966-7757



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Gennaro F. F DeLucia
12 landry rd
somerset, NJ 08873
 



(732) 214-1513



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Gail Whitten
417 E Duffy St
Norman, OK 73071



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to respectfully request that you deny the Southern Nevada Water Authority's
request to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from its aquifers in central
and eastern Nevada and send that water to the southern Nevada desert where it would
encourage unsustainable urban growth.
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Conservation - using less of our natural resources - is the most cost-effective way to deal
with the problem posed by human population expansion in sensitive areas.
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sara Bhakti



521 7th Ave
Kirkland, WA 98033
 
4258287773



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edd Mabrey
POB 4797
Laguna Beach, CA 92652



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liz Chervinko
6050 w Eastwood ave
Chicago, IL 60630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Liz Chervinko
6050 w Eastwood ave
Chicago, IL 60630



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kathrin Sears
417 May Street
Hood river, OR 97031



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dr. John Polo
17228 S. Norrisville Rd.
Conneautville, PA 16406



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Standish
Old Cape Rd
Kennebunkport, ME 04046



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Carol Masuda
1668 N. Forgeus
Tucson, AZ 85716
 



(520) 324-0863



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Nava Bastani
1300 W 7th Ave #211
Anchorage, AK 99501



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
nicole jergovic
1929 SW 13 ave
portland, OR 97201
 



503 319-3017



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Dan Foltz
P.O.Box 44112
Cincinnaati, OH 45244



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
ed shea
6 marina key
secaucus, NJ 07094



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Brett Forray
P O Box 2124
Turlock, CA 95382



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Thank you for your time and consideration.
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Savett
31760 Woodsdale Lane



Solon, OH 44139-1325



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
PATRICE  SENA
1010  Locust St
PASADENA, CA 91106-5366



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
steve morris
6004 Metropolitan Plz
Los Angeles, CA 90036-3271



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ms. Barbara S Smith
Retired
5 Hillside Pl
Chappaqua, NY 10514-3701



 
(914) 238-5243



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
 
Nevada's "inter basin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an inter basin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrub land
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheat grass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and spring
snails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including the
imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
Thanks for your consideration.
 
Tim Oneill
218- 561 Armstrong Rd.
Kingston, ON K7M 8J9



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.
 
While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems only
reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.
 
Sincerely,
 
Elizabeth Oranges
2939 Banyan Lane
Lake park, FL 33403



Mr. Jason King 
Nevada Division of Water Resources
901 S. Stewart St.
Suite 2002
Carson City, NV 89701
US
 
To Mr. King,
 
I am writing to you because I care deeply about the Great Basin and all the plants and
animals that live there, and am appalled at the Southern Nevada Water Authority's request
to pump and export 57 billion gallons of water annually from our aquifers in central and
eastern Nevada. Why would we pump our water to southern Nevada to support
unsustainable growth when there are viable means of meeting the water needs through
increased conservation, smart growth management and desalination options?
 
Nevada's "interbasin water transfer statute," NRS 533.370(6), currently requires the state
engineer, you, to deny an application for an interbasin transfer of water if he finds that the
proposed transfer would not be "environmentally sound" for the basin being diverted.It's
hard for anyone with a modicum of lntellect to even imagine anyone with a lick of sense
going to While the definition of "environmentally sound" is absent in the statute, it seems
only reasonable to deem the water authority's request is not, given the catastrophic and
irreversible impacts that would occur as a result of this groundwater extraction, as
documented in the Bureau of Land Management's "draft environmental impact statement"
for the pipeline proposal.
 
Water tables would drop by 200 feet; 192,000-plus acres of prime Great Basin shrubland
habitats would be dried, destroyed and converted to dryland grasses and annuals,
supporting invasive species like cheatgrass and Sahara mustard. Eight thousand acres of
wetlands would be destroyed along with 310 springs and 125 miles of perennial streams.
 
The toll on species would also be staggering, and some species of desert fish and
springsnails would go extinct. Widespread harm to other species would occur, including
the imperiled greater sage grouse, southwestern willow flycatcher, Columbia spotted frog,
pronghorn and elk.
 
These applications threaten the very natural heritage of the Great Basin in eastern Nevada
and western Utah. Please deny the authority's water-right applications based on the
severe, environmentally unsound impacts they would cause. In light of other options
available to the authority for meeting reasonable water demands, they should be off the
table.It's hard for any reasonably  intelligent person would pour water down a rathole in
this kind of kindergarten project. where 's your god given wit?
 
Sincerely,
 
Harry Kroemer
15400 vineyard blvd
Morgan Hill, CA 95037
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